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WASHINGTON

Charles R. Bockmier to be postmaster at Granite Falls,
Wash., in place of C. R. Bockmier. Incumbent’s commis-
sion expires February 17, 1931.

Maud E. Hays to be postmaster at Starbuck, Wash. in
place of M. E. Hays. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb-
ruary 12, 1931.

Arthur A. Bousquet to be postmaster at Wenatchee, Wash.,
in place of A. A. Bousquet. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pires February 16, 1931.

WEST VIRGINIA

John B. Hilleary to be postmaster at Buckhannon, W. Va.,
in place of J. B. Hilleary. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 17, 1931.

William M. Kidd to be postmaster at Burnsville, W. Va., in
place of W. M. Kidd. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb-
ruary 14, 1931. L

Carl A. Dehner to be postmaster at Chester, W. Va., in
place of C. A. Dehner. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 14, 1931.

Walter O. Deacon to be postmaster at Hurricane, W. Ya.,
in place of W. O. Deacon. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 14, 1931.

Oliver A. Locke to be postmaster at Milton, W. Va., in
place of O. A. Locke. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb-

ruary 11, 1931.
WISCONSIN

Herman Rau to be postmaster at Chilton, Wis., in place of
J. H. Wagner, removed.

Frederick N. Lochemes to be postmaster at St. Francis,
Wis., in place of F. N. Lochemes. Incumbent’s commission
expires February 11, 1931,

Wilbur H. Bridgman to be postmaster at Stanley, Wis., in
place of W. H. Bridgman. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 17, 1931.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1931

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D.,
offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, Thou art the one and profound remedy for
human weakness and human sin. As a loving Father, Thou
standest at the door of every heart and, with Thy fullness,
art ready to enter. How we thank Thee for the greatness
and the permanence of that love with which Thou hast
loved us. Accept our deepest gratitude and continue with
us in our great needs and ballast our very souls with wisdom
and patience. Rekindle in us those mighty enthusiasms
which shall make these days great and equip us as the strong
sons of God. Thou hast two thrones—one in the highest
heavens and one in the lowliest heart. All that Thou re-
quirest of us is a beautiful and a humble life that deals
justly, loves mercy, and walks with God in the chosen path
of our high calling. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed, without
amendment, a bill of the House of the following title:

H.R. 14040. An act fo enable the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to expedite work on the Federal building program au-
thorized by the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide
for the construction of certain public buildings and for other
purposes,” approved May 25, 1926, and acts amendatory
thereof.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed,
with amendments in which the concurrence of the House is
requested, a bill of the House of the following title:
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H.R.10166. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to proceed with the construction of certain public works at
Philadelphia, Pa., and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed
to the amendments of the House to a concurrent resolution
of the Senate of the following title:

S. Con. Res. 37. Concurrent resolution fo provide for the
printing of additional copies of House Document No. 722,
Seventy-first Congress, being a message from the President
of the United States transmitting a report on the enforce-
ment of the prohibition laws of the United States.

PETER R. WADSWORTH

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Claims I ask unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 6668) for the relief of Peter
R. Wadsworth, with Senate amendments thereto, and con-
cur in the Senate amendments.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and the
Senate amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof
msart the following:

“That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,012.32, to be
credited to the tribal funds of the Chippewa Indians, for the pur-
pose of discharging the obligations of Peter R. Wadsworth, former
superintendent and special disbursing agent of the Consolidated
Chippewa Indian Agency, Cass Lake, Minn. arising out of the
igl;;lre of the First National Bank of St, Cloud, Minn., on June 17,

“8ec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed
to pay, out of the money so credited, the unpaid claims of all
?al:lig:p:ya Indians against such agency arising out of such bank

Amend the title so as to read:
ing certain obligations of Peter R. Wadsworth, former superin-
tendent and special disbursing agent of the Consolidated Chip-
pewa Indian Agency.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
in what particular does this change the House bill? z
Mr. IRWIN. It is merely a matter of changing the lan-

guage in the bill

Mr. GARNER. Does it go any further than fo appropriate
a thousand dollars and odd?

Mr. IRWIN. It does not change the amount, $1,012.32.

Mr. GARNER. What is the additional language? Does
it authorize any future appropriation?

Mr. IRWIN. No; it simply changed the language to put
it in a more parliamentary form.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE—LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS
OF HOUSE

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to sit
during the sessions of the House for one week.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, is there
any chance of getting any soldiers’ legislation to pay now
the adjusted-compensation certificates out of that com-
mittee?

Mr. HAWLEY. The committee is working very hard upon
it, assembling the information. What the committee will
do I am not authorized to state.

Mr. BLANTON. The ex-service men are appealing to
the Members of the House from every State and district
in the Union. They want to know what to expect, and we
want to have some definite information to give them.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

PENSIONS

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the hill (H. R.
16744) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain

“An act to provide for discharg-
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soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and g- g- im!lf %mhnc'vl;mm“' H.R.15236. Ella Andrews.
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, and | & 7 < MU& D, . H.R.15237. Elizabeth Kridler.
. : H.R. 14432, Mary A. Bowman. H.R.15249, Ella Grove.
ask that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee | 5 . 14434, Phebe Janet Clark. H. R.15301. Catherine Durling.
of the Whole. H.B.14461. Augusta H. Briggs. H. R.15302. Serena E. Robinson.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. B8 14480; Catharine Besty, H.R.15303. Mary J. McKee,
The Clerk read the title of the bill. H B, iﬁ fnlgeawmﬁeﬁm g-g-;ﬁg}i- gi-l:aunm'
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks | H.R.14405. Catherine Jones, H.R.15321, Sarah F. Lindley.
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill g- R.14521. Mary F, Stewart. H.R.15325. Susan E. Luckey.
‘and that it may be considered in the House as in Committee | I v 13005, B oDanlels.  H.R.15326. Samantha V. Lowe.
of the Whole. Is there objection? e - Hannah M. Hamil- H.R.15329. Alice Ferrin.
‘. ? ton. H.R.15332. Sadie A. Coburn.
There was no objection. H.R. 14621. Mary E. Campbell. H.R.15338. Agnes S. Craig.
The Clerk read the bill. H B, 14035, Mary &, Grconnonire, L-B-15381. Minnle Hedrick.
i . B 82. Cora D. Willett.
.‘I'he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 5 R, 14633, Margaret E. Seydell. H, R.15388. Lovina Yarian.
time, was read the third time, and passed. H.R.14640. Lydia Bacon. H.R.15389. Lena Van Anda.
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | H-B.14642. Elizabeth Wilson.  H.R.15390. Lucy J. Shore.
passed was laid on the table. g g" }zgg Emj-gé?gle— H. R.15391. Catharine Stanford.
The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following bills | H.R.14665. Hildia P. Hiatt. 1 & 1osgr soran A. Thompson.
referred to the committee: H.R. 14668. Nancy Wood, H.R. 15.103: Annie Killion. i
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H.R. 7810. Emma C. Wright.  H.R.13708. Sarah A. Clements. | & & 14748 Morw marbe " H.R.15438, Martha A. Peer
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Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 16626) granting pen-
sions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Regular Army and Navy, and so forth, and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, and ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be considered in the House as in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R.
16628, and that the same be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed was laid on the table.

The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following House
bills referred to the committee:

H. R. 1627. Emma W. Rice. H.R. 8482, Roy L. Colvin.
H.R. 1976. Edward Lee. H.R. 8518. Marigo J. Dafnioton.
H. R. 2221, William Gilpin. H.R. 8587. Harvey B. Branstet-
R.2228. Bessie Hagar. ter.
. John Lorenson. H. R. 8629. Elizabeth Housmann.
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8320. Hannah Green. 11832. Henry C. Potter.
8379. Annie Dale Lods. 11833. David Johnson.
8411, Jacob J. Waltz. 11918. Elizabeth Ramsey.
8484. George L. Green. 11926. Lena Mann.
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of the other branch by name?
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. 12817.

. 128286.
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. Edith Btevens.

. John W. Griffin.

. Alexander E. Brown.
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. Maryland Adams.
. Mary E. Anderson.
. Foolish Bear.
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.12089. George
. 12120.
12124,
12147.
. 12182.
.12188.
. 12273,
. 12281.
12292,
. 12372.
.12428. B
. 12464,
. 12515.
. Judah Wormington.
. John D. Hoskins.

. Charles MacGregor.
. Nina Mehlberg.

. 12774.
. Grace Fay Lobben.
. Eemple Belanga.
12‘787.

George E. Stevens.
Philip Winckler.
Mary T. Marks.
Jessie Murdock.
'W. Musser,
James W. Hussey.
Clara M. Bchneider.
Alice Roberts.
Mary Buckley.
Calhoun Shearouse.
Roscoe C. Trusty.
August Bemmerer.
Will Ralph Johnson.
John Miller.

et Keegan.
Al F. Campbell.
Zerah M. Bridges.

Grace O. Barmore.

Ned Mitchell Harri-
son.

Nelda S. SBhearer.

George E. Manning.
Ida Aviszus.

M. Carr.

. Mary

. Elizabeth 8. Parey.
. Richard E. Adams,
. Bridget Gallagher.
. Mary M. Walton,

Dorsey Hickok.

13687.
13732.
13838.
13849.
13852.
13874.

Sallie Miles.
George Hammer,
Ellis B, McNeeley.
James F. Madden.
Olive R. Sanderlin.
Ida L. Crandall.
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.13902. Mary M. North.
13910.
13914.
13967.
13968.
13997.
14157.
14159,
14195.
14205.
14207,
14240.
14351.
14371,
14514.
14528.
. 145089,
. James A, Hyden.

. Mamie L. Euseblo.
. 14770,
. 14774,
14777,
. 14848.
. 14871.
. 14981,
. 14988.

. 15059.
. 15108.
.15118.
. 15127,
.15128.
. 15611717.
. 15201.
. Marton O. Barnes.
15253.
. 156385.
. 15445.
. Emma Straub.
. Lucinda C.
. Mary L. Radel
.15714.
. 15721,
. 15818,
. 15914,
. 16032,

Wiley M. Gott.
Augusta Schulte.
Ada Rominger.
William A. Helms.
Mary A. Fradley.
Josephine Wilson.
Emma Von Minden.
Ida Davis.

Nellie E. Hammer.
Isabell A, Yandle.
Albert W. Getchell
Julia Mulkey.
Nettie Adams.
Jessie G. Blvens.
Carl W. Jansson.
Fannie McClellan.

Early G. Rodgers.
Mary L. De Fabbio.
Mary C. Rinderle.
Hannah Corbett.
Carrie Runner.
Harvey E.
David and Edith
Stadtner.
Emma L. Zittel.
Martin E. Miller.
Maggie Gaddy.
Ethel B. Sutherland.
Edward Forte.
Rosa Victoria Buck.
Francis X. Mayer.

Lulu F. Hope.
William Bell.

Edna M. Garrity.
Abbott.

Annie Williams.

Jane Carr Wood.

Dora B. Earnes.

Thomas L. Holcomb.

Mabel Irene Patter-
son.

. Martin Hanson.
. Grace A. Mael.

PROCEDURE IN THE HOUSE

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to propound a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TREADWAY. On page 3746 and following pages of
yesterday’s CONGRESSIONAL RECORD appears the report of
an address made in the other branch of Congress yester-
day in which certain Members of this branch are called by
name and certain questions asked them. In view of this
fact, I ask whether it is within the parliamentary rights of
the Members of this branch fo reply and to call Members

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Massachusetts may be permitted to say
anything about any Member of the other branch that he
desires, and to say how he voted on the $200,000 appropria-
tion for Salem, Mass,

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman from Massachusetts
does not ask the gentleman from Arkansas as to how he shall
proceed. I have submitted a parliamentary inquiry to the
Speaker and that is all the privilege of the floor that I ask.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that whatever was said at the other end of the Capitol——

Mr. PARKS. Ought to have been said.

Mr. RANKIN. Was with reference to statements made
by Members of this body on the outside. This identical
question arose in this body a few years ago when the then
Speaker of the House, Mr. GiLrLETT, went, I believe, to New
Haven, Conn., and made a speech attacking Members of the

Senate.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will pardon the Chair for
a moment; but upon what does he found the point of order?
Upon a parliamentary inguiry?
Mr. RANKIN. As a matter of fact I make the point of
order against the statement of the gentleman from Massa-

chusetts [Mr. TREADWAY].

discuss what was said in the Senate.

He rises here and undertakes to
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Mr. SNELL. I make the point of order that the gentle-
man from Mississippi is not in order in making a point of
order against the parliamentary inquiry. s

The SPEAEER. The gentleman from Massachusetts pro-
pounded a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. RANKIN. He first made a statement to the effect
that Members of the other body had attacked Members of
this body, leaving the impression that it was in their official
capacity.

Mr, SNELL. I make the point of order that the gentle-
man from Mississippi is not in order.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has
no right, under the rules of the House, to rise and make any
statement about what Members of the other body said. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has
not made a statement. He has asked a question of the
Chair, and the Chair is about to answer.

Mr. PARKS. I insist that the Chair be very liberal.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is quite out of order.

The Chair is ready to answer the parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. DOWELL, Mr. Speaker, may I cite a ruling to the
Chair?

The SPEAEKER. The Chair has recently made a decision
about this matter and has certain views about it.

Of course, it is very difficult to answer the question in a
word or two. The Chair thinks it is of such fundamental
importance that he will ask the indulgence of the House to
refer to and repeat some of the things he said in a ruling
made comparatively recently upon this subject.

On May 6, 1930, the question arose as to whether Mem-
bers of the House could comment upon any statement made
in the Senate reflecting in any way upon the motives or con-
duct of a Member of the House, On a previous occasion the
Vice President, overruling a number of decisions which the
Chair then quoted, which he will not quote now, held the
technical question being whether Jefferson’s Manual governs
the proceedings of the Senate in this regard or in any oth
regard— 5

The Senate has not adopted Jefferson’s Manual as a part of the
rules of the Senate, It is left to the discretion of Senators as to
what they may or may not say about the proceedings of the House
in connection with the resolution under consideration.

Of course, that decision entirely nullifies Jefferson’s Man-
ual, there being no rules in either House specifically on this
question.

With regard to the entire question of dealings between the
House and Senate, and preserving some sort of sportsman-
ship and comity, the present occupant of the chair referred
then and will refer again to two of the rules in Jefferson’s
Manual which govern this case if the rules apply.

In section 301: :

It is highly expedient, says Hatsel, for the due preservation of
the privileges of the separate branches of the legislature that
neither should encroach on the other, or interfere in any manner
depending before them, so as to preclude, or even influence, that
freedom of debate which is essential to a free council. They are,
therefore, not to take notice of any bills or other matters depend-
ing, or of votes that have been given, or of speeches which have
been held, by the Members of either of the other branches of the

legislature, until the same have been communicated to them in the
usual parliamentary manner.

Then in section 364:

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said
on the same subject in the other House, or the particular votes or
majorities on it there; because the opinion of each House should
be left to its own independency, not to be influenced by the pro-
ceedings of the other; and the quoting them might t reflec-
tions leading to a misunderstanding between the two Houses.

At that time the Chair held that whether these rules with
regard to comity prevailed in the Senate or not they did
prevail in the House, and if the Chair may be indulged,
because he thinks it is perhaps worth while, he will read a
few sentences from his decision on that ocecasion:

There would seem to be but two alternatives for us to adopt in
dealing with this situation.

And precisely the same situation is before us now as was
then.

S e el L e
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If the House desired to retaliate, it might, by rule, provide that
these rules in Jefferson's Manual relating to comity between the
two Houses should not apply to proceedings in the House. In
other words, to say that Members of the House should be gulded
solely by their own discretion in making any comment, insinua-
tion, or attack upon any Senator, or any proceeding of the Senate.

The other alternative is to rigidly insist upon strict adherence
to both the spirit and letter of Jefferson’s Manual.

In the opinion of the Chalr, the adoption of the first alternative
would be violative of the spirit in which the House for 140 years
has followed the precepts of Thomas Jefferson in our manner of
assoclation and dealing with the other legislative body. After all,
Jefferson’s general precepts are but a restatement of the manner in
which all legislative bodies, particularly the British Parliament,
have dealt with each other for centuries. They are but a restate-
ment of what 1s and ought to be true sportsmanship in the deal-
ings between the legislative branches of great governments.

The Chair is firm, and he believes that the House will remaln
firm in our adherence to the rules of sportsmanship and comity
as lald down in Jefferson’s Manual.

Later on the Chair said:

The questlon raised by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LAGuARpiA] is whether a Member may reflect in any way on the
floor of the House against the actions, speeches, or proceedings of
another Member or of the body itself,

To put it in another way, Shall the House, notwithstanding
any adverse action by the other body, adhere to the provisions
laid down In Jefferson’s Manual, which have always governed?

The answer of the Chalr is emphatically “ Yes.” Indeed, it
?Ippem to the Chalr that it has become all the more necessary,

the rules of comity between the two Houses are to be at all
preserved, that Members of the House should be limited even
more rigidly than ever by Jefferson’s rules prohibiting reference
in terms of the slightest disparagement of the remarks or actions
of Members or any of the proceedings of the other body.

If no rules of comity are to be followed in either House, then
legislation may become chaos indeed.

In conclusion, the Chair will say that so long as he remains
Presiding Officer of this body he will see to it that the rules
of Jeflerson’s Manual, in so far as they apply to the friendly
relations between the Members of the two Houses and the Houses
themselves, shall be enforced with the utmost rigidity, not only
in the letter but in the spirit.

The Chair reaffirms those views upon this occasion. The
Chair thinks that there is possibly an alternative and that
it might be carefully considered under these conditions.
That is to change the rule which provides that Jefferson’s
Manual shall govern the proceedings of this House; but in
the absence of such change the Chair will hold that Mem-
bers of the House are not permitted to refer in any way
disparagingly or in criticism of anything said by Members
of the body on the opposite side.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the decision
of the Chair, may I propound another parliamentary in-
quiry? In what manner can a Member of the House who
has been referred to in another branch by name and asked
questions either answer the questions or defend himself
from the insinuations contained therein?

The SPEAEER. The Chair does not believe he is under
the necessity of saying that a Member may not do that
outside of this House, but as far as the present occupant of
the Chair is concerned he holds that he may not do it in
the House,

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, a further parliamentary
inquiry. ,

The SPEARKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MICHENER. Might not the gentleman's object be
attained by the unanimous consent of the House?

The SPEAKER. There is a rule in Jefferson’s Manual
which seems to apply in this case:

Where the complaint is of words disrespectfully spoken by a
Member of another House, it is dificult to obtain punishment,
because of the rules supposed necessary to be observed (as to the
immediate noting down of words) for the security of Members.
Therefore it is the duty of the House, and more particularly of the
Speaker, to interfere immediately, and not permit expressions to

go unnoticed which may give a ground of complaint to the other
House,

So long as Jefferson's Manual governs the proceedings of
the House, the Chair thinks it is impossible to take any
official notice of such remarks as are now complained of.
Of course, the alternative is to change the rules.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, another parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
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Mr. DYER. Is it not in order to pass a resolution re-
guesting the Senate to expunge from its records and pro-
ceedings statements and remarks criticizing or impugning
motives of a Member of this body?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair passed
on that question shortly before he rendered the decision
just quoted. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Luce]
proposed such a resolution and the Chair declared it was not
in order.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to propound a
further parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. Where the two Houses are so close to-
gether and it takes only a few minutes for a Member of one
to reach a Member of the other, is it necessary to go to the
trouble to change the rules?

The SPEAKER. The Chair fears the gentleman from
Texas did not get the full purport of the Chair’s suggestion.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. In view of the fact that
the rule refers to words spoken on the floor, what would be
the result if a Member utilized the privilege of extending
his remarks in the Recorp, having in mind that the RECORD
is so widely read that it would bring about the desired
result?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the same rule exactly
would apply.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CRISP. I am in perfect accord with the ruling of
the distinguished Speaker and, as he said, the remedy, if
the House does not approve of that ruling, would be to
change the rule. Now, this is my inquiry: If a Member
of one House makes a speech outside of the Chamber or
gives out interviews in the press, would the rule apply then?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it applies only to
words spoken on the floor and where action is taken on
the floor of the House.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, pursuing my inquiry a
step farther, my inquiry was: Could not the House do away,
so to speak, with the rules of the House by unanimous con-
sent? Inasmuch as the rules of the House are made by the
House, can not those rules be waived in any specific instance
by the unanimous consent of the House? Of course, in
making that inquiry I appreciate the fact that the Speaker
is a Member of the House, that the Speaker may exercise
his function as a Member of the House even though he is
Speaker, and that has been so held where he refuses to
recognize for a unanimous-consent request, and in doing
that he has in effect exercised his rights as a Member of the
House temporarily occupying the chair. If the House were
unanimous and the Speaker was acting entirely in his capac-
ity as Speaker, and not in his individual capacity as a Mem-
ber of the House, and he were in accord with the request
of the gentleman propounding the unanimous-consent re-
quest, then could we not accomplish by the unanimous con-
sent of the House, including the Speaker in his individual
capacity, what is here sought?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MICHENER. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Does not the gentleman think that
the language of the rule in Jefferson’s Manual practically
imposes the duty upon the Speaker of not permitting such a
proceeding?

Mr., MICHENER. The gentleman from Michigan is of
this opinion: That the rules are the creation of the House;
that day after day and time and again we waive rules of the
House by unanimous consent, and if we are able to waive
the rules of the House in one particular we can then waive
them in all particulars and set aside all of the rules of the
House in order that the House may function in accordance
with its desire. TUnless, of course, there is a specific rule
to the contrary, and there is no such rule in this ease.
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Mr. CHINDBLOM. It seems to me that the House itself
has imposed upon the Speaker at least this implied duty of

not permitting such proceedings.
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per-
sonal privilege.

The SPEAKER. May the Chair answer the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Micrener] first? In reply to the gen-
tleman from Michigan, the Chair would not undertake to
say it would be impossible that this could be done by unani-
mous consenf, but the Chair would conceive it his duty, in
view of the rule he has just read, not to recognize anyone
for that purpose. The Chair will repeat the rule:

Where the complaint is of words disrespectfully spoken by a
Member of another House, it is difficult to obtain punishment
because of the rules supposed necessary to be observed (as to
the immediate noting down of words) for the security of Mem-
bers. Therefore, it is the duty of the House, and more particu-
larly of the Speaker, to interfere immediately and not to permit
expressions to go unnoticed which may give a ground of com-
plaint to the other House.

Under this rule the Chair would feel that if there were
no change made in the rules he would not recognize a
Member for that purpose, but the question involves a very
simple proposition. The Chair would recognize the chair-
man or some member of the Committee on Rules, if the
committee thought it advisable to bring in a rule providing
for certainly the rest of the session that Jefferson’s Manual
shall not apply.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, while I have ample ground
for a question of personal privilege, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there
objection?

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object——

Mr. CRAMTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question
of personal privilege, and do not ask the consent of anybody.
If there is anyone on that side of the House that has any
question about it, I withdraw the unanimous-consent re-
quest and rise as a matter of right.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of
personal privilege.

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not ask the consent of anybody,
and will state my ground of personal privilege. If it has
come to the point when we have to risk an objection on that
side of the House when a Member of the House is unfairly
attacked, I do not ask consent. [Applause.]

Mr. COX. Iam in sympathy with the gentleman.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is time, Mr. Speaker, that Repub-
licans have as much right in this House as Democrats. [Ap-
plause.] I want to say there is no one on our side of the
House who would think of objecting to such a request.

Mr. COX. Will not the gentleman yield.

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not yield.

Mr. COX. I did not intend to object.

Mr. CRAMTON. I renew the request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. COX. I do not object; but I feel, in view of the
gentleman’s statement which has drawn an unfavorable in-
ference, because I am in sympathy with the position the
gentleman takes. -

Mr. CRAMTON. I thank the gentleman.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Michigan is
recognized.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, in another legislative body
on two occasions I have been most unfairly attacked with a
contemptible disregard of the truth and the facts and, as a
result, very serious accusations have gone to the country.

I am completing 18 years of service, and gentlemen on
that side of the House know as well as I do that in these
18 years my service has been characterized by the customary
courage in the performance of duty and the customary dis-
regard of personal interest. [Applause.] And to me it is
no small thing that there should be carried in the press of
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the country the direct charge that I have sought through my
place on the Appropriations Committee to prepare for my-
self a job. Anybody who says this is a plain, unadulterated
liar. [Prolonged applause, the Members rising.]

There are men on this floor, on both sides of the aisle,
Mr. Speaker, who know that the statement printed in the
press of the Nation is untrue.

Mr, PARKS. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. CRAMTON. There are men on both sides of the aisle
who know I have paid no attention whatever to the appro-
priation——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield
to the gentleman from Arkansas?

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not yield to anyone.

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order——
[Cries of “ Regular order! "]

The gentleman has made a statement that the gentleman
should not make, and I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make a
point of order. The gentleman will state his point of order.

Mr. PARKS. And I desire to make it respectfully. The
gentleman has used language that is unparliamentary.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is the only language that will ade-
quately picture the occasion.

Mr. PARKS. I am not talking to the gentleman; I am
talking to the Speaker. May I proceed, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I think he should make his
point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of
order.

Mr. PARKS. I can not do it when he talks all the time.
The gentleman has made a statement here that is unparlia-
mentary and has used language that is unparliamentary, and
he has made the statement with reference to a gentleman
he would not look in the eye and use the same language.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will make it plain to anybody who will
make that charge.

Mr. PARKS. Wait a minute, and we will see whether you
will or not. I desire to submit this proposition: Will the
gentleman stand here on this floor to-day——

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded for a
speech. I protest that I have the floor, and I do not yield.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
Parks] has the right to make a point of order, but the Chair
thinks he should state his point of order.

Mr. PARKS. I am trying to make the point of order, Mr.
Speaker, but with the gentleman talking it is a little difficult.
Will the gentleman say he does not intend to take a job
under this Government?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not stated a point of
order and is not in order. .

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman from Arkansas will
wait a minute, I will tell him all about it.

Mr. PARKS. I will be grateful.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say this: If my brother is in want
and I have the money, I will not ask the Federal Govern-
ment to care for him, [Applause.] If I work for the Gov-
ernment and have a salary on which I may live, I have not
got to the point that I will ask the Government to send all
of my sons to West Point. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, members of the Appropriations Committee
of both parties are on the floor, and they all know this to be
true: I have never asked the Appropriations Committee to
make any appropriation for the Bicentennial Commission.
I have paid no attention to those appropriations. I have not
even read the item in the pending bill with reference to it.

Furthermore, let me say this for the information of the
gentlemen on the Democratic side of the House: Knowing,
as you do, that in my work here I have never regarded sec-
tion or party [applause] and that many of you sat in your
seats or voted for it when an unfair question was raised, let
me explain to you that I have not as yet asked of this ad-
ministration any job whatever. [Applause.] I have not
asked anybody to ask for any job for me. When the Bicen-
tennial Commission three weeks ago, without my knowledge,
without my instigation, were canvassing the field as to whom
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they might employ, feeling, as I understand it, that it was
needed to have some one, and my name was suggested, I
have been advised that every member present at that meet-
ing spoke favorably of the appointment.

Thereafter the vice chairman of the commission asked me
whether or not if the position were offered to me I would
accept it. I stated that I did not know that I could afford
to accept it, but that the work did appeal to me, and at his
request I took the matter under advisement.

Then before any controversy was raised here and up until
this moment I never have told anybody that I would take
the job if offered me.

Mr. PARKS. Will you take it?

Mr. CRAMTON. That is none of the gentleman’s busi-
ness. [Applause.]

Mr. PARKS. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman ought to thank me for
my courtesy, because I have had none from him.

Mr. PARKS. Yes; the gentleman has. I assisted him to
get an international bridge and then he objected to mine.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, this country is in a serious
situation. A great responsibility rests upon every Member
of the House as well as the Senate. I hope we can get to
the point where we may legislate on the basis of merit in
legislation and not through personalities. [Applause, the
Members rising.]

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I move the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 16738)
making appropriations for the government of the District
of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in
part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes.

Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that the time for
general debate be unlimited as of to-day, that one-half of
the time be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Cannvox] and one-half by myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska moves
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill H, R. 16738; and pending that, asks unanimous con-
sent that one-half of the time be controlled by himself and
one-half by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cannonl.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr.
LaGuarpia in the chair.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY].

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, a good deal has been
said in the last two days in reference to the proposed appro-
priation on the part of the Federal Government of $25,000,-
000 to be expended under the auspices of the Red Cross.

That debate has gone on in both branches, and it caused
certain Members to make rather peculiar references. In-
quiries have been made as to why individuals may have
voted pro and con on some particular item and why, after
having voted one way for the Russian relief, the individual
referred to would vote another way for Arkansas or other
drought-section relief. It is very apparent that there is no
comparison between these two kinds of relief nor in the type
of votes suggested.

I have made some investigation in reference to the meth-
ods of the Red Cross on a previous occasion and I want fo
repeat what I then said, that it seems to me the Red Cross
is particularly a humane means of accomplishing individual
relief by the individual giver. It is no disparagement either
to that organization to consider that a very great difference
arises in the situation when the organization, confrary to
its wishes, is asked by the Federal Government to accept an
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appropriation from the Federal Government and in that
way do away with the possibility of future individual con-
tributions to the cause of that organization.

Assuming that the proceedings of Congress are correctly
reported in the CowcressioNAL Recorp, I believe questions
were asked me in another body yesterday which, of course,
it would be impossible for me to answer here. I understand
these questions had to do with Federal contributions to the
Red Cross for relief in the drought sections of the South
and West, and also referred to a Federal appropriation for
the relief of suffering as the result of a fire in a Massa-
chusetts city. I maintain that the questions are not analo-
gous. I hold that there is nothing out of place in voting one
way on one measure and refusing fo vote for that particular
item.

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Chair main-
tain order.

Mr. TREADWAY. I decline to yield.

Mr, PARKS. I did not ask the gentleman fo yield. I am
asking the Chairman to preserve order so that we can hear
what the gentleman says.

Mr. TREADWAY. I shall talk loud enough so that the
gentleman can hear.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr. PARES. I am going to insist on order whether the
gentleman yields or not.

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, I shall stand right beside the gen-
tleman and talk, if he is afraid that he will not hear me.
I thought I had considerable lung power, but if the gentle-
man is deaf I shall endeavor to take care of the situation.
I am perfectly willing that he should hear what I am about
to say.

Mr. PARKS. That is such a courteous statement that I
shall refrain from answering it.

Mr. TREADWAY. It is discourteous when I ask not to be
interrupted to have the gentleman interrupt me.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of harmony
I think I ought to talk a little bit. [Laughter.]

Mr. TREADWAY. I was asked certain questions in the
other body yesterday, and under the very sirict ruling of
the Speaker, with which I thoroughly agree, under the rules
I am prohibited on this occasion from answering those
questions. Therefore I am going to speak in-an entirely
hypothetical way and make no reference to any individual
Member of this or any other body. However, if I were
fortunate enough to have a brother, I would not publish the
fact that I was not willing to aid him in distress by at least
furnishing him with clothes sufficient to warrant his at-
tendance at church—and that statement goes. Further
than that, if an offer of a position of influence at a good
fair salary were made to a man who has distinguished him-
self for many years in public service, I would not complain
about it, particularly if I lived in a glass house that would
have its windows broken by the stones that I throw, when
the records show that two of my sons had been appointed
to West Point, one of them by a Member from another State
where I did not live, and the other by a Senator from a
State in which I did live. That is the second proposition.

As a third proposition, I would make an effort to be truth-
ful when I said that a certain Member of this branch had
been lobbying around the corridors of the Senate to secure
an appointment for his brother to public office to such an
extent that he interfered with the conduct of the business in
the other body. I would at least have an element of truth
back of me if I made such a statement. Then, to reach
another proposition, although it is somewhat personal, when
the governor of my State, now a Member of the United
States Senate, not a member of my political party, but of
the political party of a certain man, made a recommendation
to Congress for an appropriation, I would not find a whole
lot of fault if a certain man, not a member of the party to
which that governor owed allegiance, voted for an appro-
priation requested by the governor.

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Chairman, I make the
point of order that under no rule of the House is any dis-
cussion permissible on the fioor which is hypothetical, be-
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cause it may not be within the comprehension of the
Members of the House.

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, I am sure the gentleman from
New York will comprehend what I am endeavoring to say
in a parliamentary manner, because I realize what large
brains the gentleman from New York has.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order,

Mr. TREADWAY. This is not the first time occasions
like this have come up. In view of the Speaker’s ruling here
a short time ago, I say in the interest of fair play and comity
between the two branches, that either another branch of
Congress should revise its rules and its method of procedure,
or that we should. [Applause.] I, for one Member of Con-
gress, ask only for fair play, and I want the same privilege
of repartee or reply or answer to inquiries made of me that
any Member would assert as his rights in the other body.
I do not think it will lead to good agreement between the two
branches to have two sets of rules, and therefore the sug-
gestion that our able Speaker has made is very apropos,
that we should change our procedure to compare favorably
with permissions granted in the other branch.

Mr, Chairman, can you or any Member of this branch so
far forget etiquette or courtesy to speak in a derogatory
manner of the Presiding Officer of the other branch, or in a
facetious way refer to the Presiding Officer of this branch,
if you were speaking in the Senate? Read yesterday’s
Recorp. I ask the Members of this House to read carefully
the remarks to which I am addressing my remarks. I can
not speak in as open and frank a manner as I would like to
do or as the occasion warrants. I was very glad that the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramton] made the remarks
that he did and in the manner he did, because the occasion
warrants it; and we are not going to sit here, no matter
how disgraceful the remarks may be made in the other
branch, and take that sort of talk and keep quiet about it.
At least I shall not in my feeble way, anyway, and I think
the other Members of the House have just as much red
blood as I have. We are not going to sit here and allow
that type of abuse to be sent out over the country against
individual Members of this House, from the Speaker down.
[Applause.] We intend to defend ourselves; and, if the
present rules will not permit that, then they ought to be
changed; and there has been some talk of a change of the
rules lately.

I did not hear the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crispl
suggest any change of this nature, but I should be glad if
the gentleman from Georgia would inclu: e in his change-
of-rule program, a rule that will permit us to give as good
as is given to us.

I think the last thing we want to do is to have a man
with a glib tongue insult Members of this House intention-
ally and continuously, year affer year; because this is no
new attack. It dates back to the time when Speaker GrLLETT
occupied the chair, to my certain knowledge. A freedom of
speech may on certain occasions be a valuable asset; but
we know of many people “ who get in Dutch ” by being too
free with their tongues, and that has happened within a very
few hours in another legislative body.

Therefore I join the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, Crisrel
if the gentleman desires to’offer an amendment to the rules
that will permit us o say truthful things—not untruthful or
dishonest or wrong things or exaggerations or any other
adjective which it is desired to use that will describe the
kind of speech I am referring to, but that will permit us,
men as we are, to defend our rights and to defend the good
name of this House. If the good name of this House is criti-
cized through the instrumentality of references to one man,
the Speaker alone—leaving the rest of us ordinary Members
out of it—when the Speaker of this House is facetiously
attacked as he was yesterday in another branch, I say it is
time the House arose in its might and showed where it
stands on that sort of attack. [Applause.] I am ready to
join with the gentleman from Georgia in revising the rules
to that extent, at least.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to keep my re-
marks within parliamentary limits and within the ruling of
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our distinguished Speaker made a few minutes ago and at
the same time I think in an indirect manner I have said
what I would have been glad to say, and with considerably
more emphasis and force, if I had not been under the curb
and restraint of abiding by the decision of our Speaker.
[Applause.]

. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. TrReapway] has expired.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHORT].

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and members of
the committee, in the words of the great Webster, after the
ship has been tossed hither and thither through the storm
of turbulent waters, the mariner looks at his compass to
see where he is; and now that the storm is over and tran-
quillity is restored, I desire fo talk for a few minutes about
some proposed legislation that is of national importance and
significance.

Because the time allotted to me is limited, I respectfully
ask the Members of the House who have questions to pro-
pound to reserve those questions until I have made my state-
ment, and I shall then, if time permits, be glad to answer
any questions that I can.

Because my constituency is vitally and directly affected,
and at the request of many of my colleagues on both sides
of this House, I now rise to speak in support of the bill
S. 4123, as amended by the House Committee on Irrigation
and Reclamation, commonly and generally known as the
Glenn-Smith or drainage bill,

Briefly, the provisions of this act authorize an appropria-
tion of $95,000,000, to be administered by the Secretary of
the Interior, advanced to drainage and irrigation districts in
distress, over a period of 40 years, bearing interest at the
rate of 3 per cent per annum. This bill, which was intro-
duced in the Senate last session, passed the Senate before
the adjournment of Congress last year without a dissenting
vote, Long and extensive hearings were held before the
House Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation on a simi-
lar measure, and this House measure has been reported
unanimously and favorably by that committee.

The Rules Committee last week gave us a hearing of three
days, which 135 Members of this House had petitioned them
to do, asking for a rule to bring this bill onto the floor of
this House for consideration at the present session of Con-
gress, Since those hearings closed last week a half dozen
Members who are most directly and vitally interested in
this legislation have called on the Secretary of the Interior,
and also the Presidenf, and found them most sympathetic
and willing to consider seriously the provisions contained in
this bill.

Drainage and irrigation districts are so numerous and |-

widely scattered throughout our Union, extending all the
way from Ohio to California and from the Great Lakes to
the Gulf, that the serious crisis that now confronts us is not
a local one but is national in its scope and importance.

" I wish to say the entire Missouri delegation in Congress,
including the 2 Senators as well as the 16 Representatives,
are whole-heartedly and unreservedly in favor of the pas-
sage of this bill.

We have in our State two and one-half million acres of
‘drained lands, and of that total amount, four-fifths, or
2,000,000 acres, are located in the eight counties of the
alluvial valley of the Mississippi, in southeast Missouri, most
of which are in my district. Over 230,000 of my constituents
live in those drainage districts. When I was born—and
since my name is “ Dewey " most of you can well remember
that time—southeastern Missouri was an impenetrable
swamp, but at the beginning of the present century the
pioneer men and women who have builded this Nation with
heroic courage, with indefatigable energy, by practicing
striect economy and frugality, went into southeast Missouri
and, through perseverance and suffering, turned that
mosquito-breeding, disease-infested swamp into a paradise.

In 1903 the first drainage ditch was dug. There are now
112 drainage districts in the congressional district I have the
honor to represent., They have dug over 3,000 miles of canal
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and removed more dirt than was removed in the excavation
of the Panama Canal. This was accomplished, if you please,
by issuing drainage bonds, counting the interest coupons
thereon, to the amount of $53,000,000. In addition to that
drainage indebtedness my people have spent $75,000,000 more
in clearing, fencing, and improving those farm lands. Alto-
gether, they have actually spent $128,000,000 in reclaiming
that marshland in southeast Missouri, and which is to-day
as fertile as any under the face of the shining sun.

It has been my privilege to have seen some of the rich

-spots of this earth. I have gone down the Tigris and the

Euphrates; I have gone down the Ganges in India; I have
gone up the fertile valley of the Nile in Egypt and over the
blue Danube in Europe; and I state here, without any fear
of contradiction, that nowhere in the world can you find
soil more fertile and unsurpassed in its productivity than
you will find in southeast Missouri.

That land is in a state of high cultivation. Malaria was
stamped out; health conditions have been improved; trans-
portation was made possible; communication of ideas was
advanced; and we have created a great national asset to
our country which put millions of dollars in taxes for the
10-year period prior to 1925 into our Federal Treasury.
Cotton, corn, and wheat, the great staples, are grown there in
abundance; also alfalfa, soybeans, and cow peas.

From 1903 to 1925 my people prospered and succeeded in
meeting their maturing obligations by paying off over $20,-
000,000 of those drainage bonds. Since that time, with the
beginning of agricultural depression and the general decline
in the prices of farm commodities, due to drought, due to
hurricanes, due to constant and recurring floods, over which
no human being had any control, those people have been
reduced to a state of bankruptcy. In 1920 not 1 per cent
of all the land in that district was delinquent in the pay-
ment of its taxes, but to-day over 80 per cent of all those
farm lands are delinquent. Though we have reduced the
death rate from malaria, dysentery, and other kindred
maladies 75 per cent in the past 10 years, that rate has been
increasing within the past two or three years because of the
inability of my people to pay off these drainage bonds and
their mortgage indebtedness,

To-day if you would go to my district this is the condition
you would find: Industry paralyzed; transportation crippled;
banks closed, over a score of them in my district within the
past year; farms mortgaged; people out of employment and
leaving their homes, not knowing which way to go. The
light of day has died out of their eyes; the faith in their
hearts is no longer there; hope has waned; their spirits are
almost broken, and they are now looking to the Federal
Government, not for charity but for a loan.

There are two things in the consideration of this measure
which I trust the Members of this House will constantly
bear in mind. The first is that this bill is not a dole.
The people whom I have the honor to represent are not
beggars. They are fighters. All they ask is a fighting
chance. What we want is credit restored, because business
is based upon credit, and credit is based upon confidence.
We are not asking a gift. We are asking assistance long
enough to enable us to get back on our feet and meet our
maturing obligations. If this bill should become a law and
if the time of the payment of these bonds is extended over
a 40-year period and the rate of interest cut in two, from 6
to 3 per cent, I am confident that my people, who met every
single obligation over a 25-year period, up until 1925, can
and will meet that obligation in the future. The second
thing which I wish to have the Members of this House bear
in mind is that this is not a program of expansion; it is a
program of conservation.

The money that is authorized to be appropriated in this
bill is not to be used for the reclamation of more territory;
it is not to open new lands but merely to assist these heroic
pioneers, men and women who have invested $128,000,000 in
reclaiming that disease-infected swamp, in improving the
status of agriculture, in. building up the state of public
health, in aiding transportation and the communication of
ideas, to hold on to the land they already have.
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Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from
Maryland.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Who issued these bonds? Were they
State bonds or were they issued by the National Govern-
ment?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Let me say fo the gentleman
from Maryland that these drainage and irrigation districts
are of a quasi-public nature and the bonds were privately
issued to the landowners in these various districts.

Mr. LINTHICUM. What is the purpose of the bill? Is it
to take up these bonds and then give these people a 40-year
period in which to pay the Government? The gentleman
has not told us much about the purposes of the bill.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I have not the time to describe
the bill in detail. I merely wanted to get the main facts be-
fore the House and then if the bill is presented to the House
for consideration fthose intricate features will be discussed.
However, I will say to the gentleman that the bondholders
will incidentally be helped by the passage of such legisla-
tion, and I see no reason why they should not be considered
a part of the picture because they helped in the reclamation
of this land. This bill, however, is primarily for relief of
farmers and not bondholders.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I did not mean that the bondholders
should not receive some benefit out of it, but I wanted to
know whether these bonds were State bonds or national
bonds?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. They are bonds issued by pri-
vate corporations and sold to individuals.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Is it not true that if this bill is
passed these bondholders would be obliged to reduce their
bonds to the actual value of the property so that the loan
which the Government makes would only be on the actual
value of the property as of to-day?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I think the gentleman is abso-
lutely correct, because section 4 of the bill authorizes the
Secretary of the Interior in administering the provisions of
the act and in carrying it out to negotiate with the bond-
holders, many of whom, I know, will be willing to accept a
great reduction, below par value.

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from
Iowa.

Mr. COLE. The rate of interest is how much?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Three per cent. The Senate bill
carried no rate of interest at all, but the House Committee
on Irrigation and Reclamation put in 3 per cent.

Mr. COLE. This may be all right, but if we are going
to do this for these particular landowners, I see no reason
why the Government of the United States should not refund
all the farm mortgages at 3 per cent.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. In answer to the gentleman’s
statement I wish to say there is a distinct difference. The
individual farmers in drainage districts have to meet the
same individual obligations that farmers generally over the
country have to meef. They are all subject to the same
school, State, and county tax, and farmers in the west end of
my district where I happen to live are not affected in the
same way as farmers in the east end of my district, because
in addition to paying their State and county and school tax
they must pay the additional burden of their drainage tax
and of the mortgage indebtedness, For instance, farmers
in these drainage districts, particularly those I have the
honor to represent, are now paying from $1 to $3 an acre
drainage tax. They pay from 50 cents to $1.50 per acre
school and State and county tax and they are paying
from $1.25 to $3 per acre on the mortgage indebtedness on
that land, making the total tax on land in these drainage
areas all the way from $3 to $7 per acre, which at the
present time, because of the general decline in prices of
farm commodities, is an unbearable burden.

The CHAIRMAN. The tinre of the gentleman from Mis-
souri has expired.
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Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman
five minutes additional.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield to my good friend and
able colleague from Missouri.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman state, before he con-
cludes, what part of the country other than southeast Mis-
souri is concerned in regard to this proposed drainage
legislation?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I shall say that 34 States of our
Union, a vast majority of our States, and 135 Members of
this House are so directly and vitally affected by this pro-
posed legislation that they have petitioned the Rules Com-
mittee and appeared before the Rules Committee last week
at its hearing urging them to adopt a rule that will allow us
to bring this bill on the floor of the House for consideration.

Mr. HASTINGS and Mr, DICKSTEIN rose.

Mr, SHORT of Missouri. I may say in addition that the
reason I have discussed southeast Missouri or our State is be-
cause I am more familiar with that than I am with other
regions of our country, although Ohio has more of these
drainage bonds than any other State. Michigan also has
them, as well as Iowa, Minnesota, California, and every State
throughout the Middle West and the far West of our
country.

I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. HASTINGS. I just want to break in to say that I
am very much interested in this proposed legislation. My
State of Oklahoma in a measure is similarly situated to
the district which the gentleman from Missouri so ably
represents, and I was going to ask the gentleman what is
the amount that is authorized to be appropriated in this
bill?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Ninety-five million dollars in the
present bill, but not more than $19,000,000 a year will be
appropriated.

Mr. HASTINGS. Does the gentleman from Missouri think
that that appropriation would be adequate?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I do not. I think additional
appropriations would have to be made later on.

Mr. HASTINGS. I hope they will be made.

Mr. LINTHICUM. If the gentleman will yield, may I
inquire if this is down in the neighborhoed of Cape
Girardeau?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is right.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I want to say to the gentleman that
it was Maryland people who went to that section and were
among the first settlers there and helped to develop that
country.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I appreciate very much that
statement. They are mighty good people, and I wish we
could get more of them.

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield to the distinguished law-
yer from Georgia.

Mr. COX. In differentiating between your case and any
other debt-ridden community of the country, as I under-
stand, the difference is that you simply owe one form of
obligation that the others do not carry.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is right, and it is of a pub=
lic nature rather than a private, individual matter.

Mr. COX. Just what are its characteristics that give it
a public nature and entifle it to preferential treatment over
other sections which have their burdens similar to those of
the gentleman’s section?

‘Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Improvement of public health is
one of the greatest benefits, and the gentleman from Georgia,
being a very conspicuous member and a very able member
of the Committee on Flood Control and having gone up and
down the Mississippi Valley all the way from New Orleans
to Cape Girardeau, well realizes that if the Federal Govern-
ment does not assist these people to hold on to these rich
lands that have been reclaimed, the Federal Government
itself will have to go in there and stamp out malaria,
dysentery, and other diseases.
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Mr. COX. In order to entitle the gentleman’s district to
preferential treatment, does not the gentleman think it
necessary to predicate his case entirely upon the question of
public health?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Public health and facilitating
rapid transit of the United States mails and making pos-
sible transportation of commodities and the communication
of ideas between peoples adjacent to this drainage area of
the United States.

Mr. COX. How would transportation be affected by fail-
ure to refinance this obligation?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I will say to the gentleman there
are thousands of miles of paved highways, railroads, tele-
phone and telegraph wires in my district, and if southeast
Missouri allows the 2,000,000 acres there to revert to swamp,
this will mean not only the individual farmers, but all pub-
lic utilities of that vast region will absolutely be driven from
that section.

Mr. COX. One more statement, if the gentleman will
permit. I did visit this community with the gentleman and
the improvements which the gentleman has detailed have
been made and in my judgment it is the most fertile section
of the entire country, of course, with the exception of
Georgia.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SHORT of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I have been very much interested
in the eloquent way in which the gentleman is presenting
his bill, but it would be interesting to know whether this
will be in the nature of a gift out of the Federal Treasury
or a new loan.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Oh, not at all; it is not a gift;
we are not asking for charity; it is not a dole.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Would this loan go along with the
existing encumbrance on the property, or would it take it up?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. It would take it up, or the
Government's loan would be first lien on the property. I
want to say that indiscriminate and careless giving is not
only a silly and sentimental philanthropy but is conducive
to the perpetuation of poverty and indolence.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SHORT of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. If this bill passes there will be
no mortgages created on the property and the actual value
of the property will be the safest security for the Govern-
ment.,

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I think so.

Mr. LETTS, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. LETTS. Is it not true that in many instances the
State and county taxes are delinquent?

Mr, SHORT of Missouri. Over 80 per cent in my district.

Mr. LETTS. What provision have you for the care of that
situation and relieving the land from the lien for faxes?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I might say that in some States
the local government has been most generous and consider-
ate by reducing the assessed valuation on the land.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis-
souri has again expired.

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman five minutes more.

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. BRIGGS. As I understand this legislation, it is
predicated on the general-welfare clause of the Constitu-
tion.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is right.

Mr. BRIGGS. And it is only an extension of the present
reclamation policy of the Government?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is partially correct.

Mr. BRIGGS. Has the Rules Committee indicated what
their attitude is as to granting a rule for this legislation?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. They have not indicated what
they will do, but they were very sympathetic and generous in
the hearings.
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Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman knows there is a strong
sentiment existing in the House in favor of the legislation.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I have no doubt that the bill
would pass this House if we can get a rule to consider it.

Mr. IRWIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. IRWIN. Is it not a fact that this applies to 135 or
150 congressional districts in the United States, perhaps not
as acute as in the gentleman’s district.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is a fact. No single
cure can be offered for the farmers’ ills, for the causes are
many and complex. This proposed legislation will not cure
all of the ills of the farmer, but it will go a long way toward
helping 5,000,000 of our farm population that are in sore
distress.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. HOPE. Did I understand the gentleman to say that
some of these drainage districts now have outstanding in-
debtedness which is more than the value of the land itself?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I do not think I made that
statement.

Mr. HOPE. I understood the statement to be made by
some one.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. There are, perhaps, some dis-
tricts in that unfortunate condition; but if there are, then
those districts under the provisions of this bill could not
receive loans from the Secretary of the Interior. The mat-
ter is wholly within his discretion.

Mr. HOPE. Is it contemplated that the Secretary will
make loans up to the full value of the land?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Oh, no; not at all. He will
only make safe loans to districts that he can be reasonably
sure will meet their obligations.

Mr. HOPE. What is the limit that this bill imposes upon
the Secretary?

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL, Mr. Chairman, will the gentle~
man yield to me to answer that?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. The proposition is this. If I own
a farm and have a valuation of it in my bond of $75 an
acre, and the Interior Department thinks that $40 is enough
for the land, and is willing to make a $40 loan, then it is
up to the bondholders to accept that. If they do accept it,
then the farmer can go back on the land and have 40 years
in which to pay for it. It is a meritorious bill on that
account.

Mr. HOPE. Do I understand that the Secretary has au-
ltill?crlity under this bill to loan up to the actual value of the

?

Mr. WILLTIAM E. HULL. It is in the discretion of the
Secretary of the Interior to determine the actual valuation
of the property, and he can not loan beyond the actual value.

Mr. HOPE. It does not seem to me that it would be very
good security for the Government to loan up to the entire
value of the land. :

Mr, WILLIAM E. HULL. There is a clause in there that
prevents that.

Mr. HOPE. Nobody would make a loan of that kind.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. COX. Unless something is done to give relief to the
people of that community, they will have to abandon their
properties, and they will revert to a wild, desolate state, and
the expenditures already made will have been wasted.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Absolutely. _

Mr. COX. And it is of taxing value to the State as well.

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. It would be a great economic
loss to the Nation to allow this land to revert to swamp, not
only to the 230,000 people in my district, but to the 5,000,000
people in farming areas in these drainage and irrigation dis-
tricts. They would suffer the loss of all that they have put
into them and the Federal Government would be robbed of
one of its greatest sources of revenue. [Applause.]

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Bussyl.
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Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman, I am very much interested
in the subject being discussed, and if the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Cox] will give me his attention, I desire to deal
with the question that he asked a while ago. There is in this
proposed legislation no disadvantage whatever to the Gov-
ernment. A great many drainage districts have been or-
ganized throughout the country to reclaim lands that are
very fertile, to drain lands that were breeding places for
malaria and disease. These drainage districts have been
going along for 10 or 12 or 15 years, and have largely paid
up the original debt that they contracted. They have
driven up to the point now, with only a small portion of
their debt in many cases, and larger portions in others,
where they can not go any further.

What is proposed in this legislation is very much like the
proposal in a reclamation project in the arid sections in the
West. It is to let the Secretary of the Interior send a man
to look over, make survey, and evaluate the project as it is
laid out. Perhaps the bondholders will hold bonds to four,
three, or two times the value of this project, according to
the value placed upon it by the representative of the de-
partment. What is to be done? The representative of the
Department of the Interior will say that all the Government
can see in the project is such and such an amount, and
that if the bondholders will agree to settle their bonds on
that basis, which is the real value of the district, the Depart-
ment of the Interior can arrange and make an adjustment
for the district with the bondholders. Then whatever obliga-
tion is incurred by the Government for the district is secured
by the district, and it obligates itself and all of the property
in it to meet the obligation incurred by the Government on
its behalf. Then it also agrees to pay 3 per cent for the
money that is loaned. In other words, it is taking a lot of
insolvent situations that are reverting back to their original
state and adjust them for the bondholders and the districts
for the people where they can not adjust them for them-
selves. It is making a national asset. There is no use in
going out and conquering other countries in order to obtain
lands when we should conquer the lands within our own
confines. If we will use common sense and do it, we will
add greatly to our national wealth, save many farm homes
from destruction, and render an efficient service in many
ways without a dollar’s loss.

Some years ago I began studying the reclamation situa-
tion in the West. I thought the Govenment was being im-
posed on. I thought the money of the taxpayers was being
wasted; but the more I studied those reclamation projects,
the more I became convinced that the people went out there
and took waste lands that were worth nothing as national
assets, and converted them infto splendid farming lands.
Cities were built upon them, and I venture to say they have
paid more income taxes into the National Treasury than
the Treasury has put into the revolving fund with which
to reclaim those arid stretches of land. [Applause.] That
is the situation with reference to these drainage projects.
They will pay more income tax when we have put them back
on their feet than we will ever be called on to advance to
reclaim them from their present condition. The reclama-
tion fund started out with about $150,000,000, and it has
grown with the interest collected until it is about
$200,000,000, and it is still growing. It is not a waste of
funds for the Government to assist to reclaim lands; it is
not a waste of effort; it is not a dole, but it is using common
sense on the part of our National Government to take care
of and make usable national assets, and to help people do
a thing they can not do by themselves. I do not want any-
one to think that the Government is likely to lose money by
helping to adjust the business of the reclamation of drainage
districts and to reclaim the lands that make our Govern-
ment and country great and wealthy as it is. [Applause.]

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp].

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman and my colleagues, I regret
I do not see the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNerL] in
the Chamber. .
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Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order of no
quorum,

Mr. CRISP. I hope my colleague will not do that.

Mr. COX. Very well. I withdraw the point of order,
with the permission of the House.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn.

Mr, CRISP. I have sent word to the office of the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Snerr] that I was about to address
the House.

Gentlemen, I shall conduct this discussion in the utmost
good humor. I do it because I think it is the proper way to
discuss a matter of rules, and for the further reason that I
am not making any fight for a change of the rules for
partisan purposes, but am making it in what I conceive to
be for the interest of the entire membership of the House.
[Applause.] I am certain in my own mind some of my col-
leagues on this side may not agree with all of the changes I
propose. I am equally certain there are a number of gentle-
men on the other side who will whole-heartedly favor them,
and I am convinced that a majority of the membership of
the next House, irrespective of political affiliations, will
favor them, and that, in substance, they will be adopted as
the rules of the Seventy-second Congress. [Applause.]

I do not blame the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL]
at all for replying to my address. When I made it I invited
reply. I was prepared then, as I am prepared now, to defend
every position I took, anywhere, and at all times. I will be
perfectly content and happy if the distinguished Speaker
and majority leader will see fit to reply. If they do so, I can
have no doubt whatever that the speech I delivered over the
radio is having effect on the country and that the gentlemen
are hearing from it, and that is what induces them to reply.
[Applause.]

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SneLn] very
correctly stated that the rules of this House are not the
product of any one mind or the product of any decade
or any number of Congresses, but they are the evolution
from rules adopted 150 years ago when this country became
organized under the Constitution,

From time to time rules have been changed and modified,
and each change has been in favor of liberalizing the rules
of the House to give greater power to each of the Members
of the House. Gentlemen, the world does not stand still.
All animal life and all vegetable life must go forward or die
and wither away. The distinguished gentleman from New
York [Mr. Snerr] does not seem to realize that prineiple,
but he desires to operate under the old order of things.

May I say that when man was in a primitive state, the
ruler had the right to chop off a man’s head, but as man
progressed in intelligence and civilization, he would not
submit to it, and from early man all through the different
ages, men have demanded and received more liberties and
more equality, and the evolution of the rules of the House is
but carrying out that principle. 3

The Constitution has been amended in many ways, and
each amendment, practically, is to protect the rights of
individuals.

Now, as a son, I am going to crave your indulgence if I
make a few personal observations. It is not pleasing to me
to have to do this, but T am sure under the existing circum-
stances of the debate that I participate in on the floor of
this House relative to changes of the rules, I am justified in
what I am going to say. Every time I discuss the rules some
one gets up and says, “ Those were the rules that governed
the House when your father had the honor to preside over
its deliberations.”

That statement is not true. Many of the rules of the
present House are entirely different from the rules when my
father was Speaker. The Unanimous Consent Calendar,
Calendar Wednesday, and many other things have been
added, but I freely admit, gentlemen, that the rules to-day
are more liberal than they were during the days when my
father was Speaker. At that time the Speaker appointed
committees, was chairman of the Rules Committee, and had
a complete veto power on all legislation. My father lived
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in his day and generation and he measured up to the very
highest standards of that time [applausel, and was an
ornament to it.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. I would like to finish this personal reference
and then I will be glad fo yield to the gentleman.

I am sincerely of the opinion that my father was the
greatest Speaker, the fairest Speaker, and the ablest Speaker
this House has ever had. [Applause.] There is one dis-
tinguished gentleman in this House, Mr. Coorer of Wis-
consin, who served under him, and I have heard him say to
me many times since I have been here that very thing.

He was lovable, magnetic, never lost a friend, and was
impartial in the discharge of his duties. I have an adora-
tion for him. Never did a boy love his father more than I
did mine; but if my father lived to-day he would keep up
with the spirit of the times, and he would favor liberalization
of the rules of this House, for he always believed in a square
deal and that the masses of the people had a right to be
protected. [Applause.]

Now I yield to the gentleman. r

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman did not mean to infer tha
the gentleman from New York made any disparaging re-
marks about his father, did he?

Mr. CRISP. I did not.

Mr. SNELL. I certainly did not, and I would apologize
if I had.

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman did not. The gentleman is
familiar with what took place on the floor of the House, and
every time I discuss the rules some one brings that up; and
a gentleman, a newspaper writer, George Rothwell Brown,
continues to write about it. He is either grossly ignorant or
willfully misrepresents the facts; and I do not think he is
ignorant.

Now, gentlemen, the first change of the rules that I pro-
pose deals with the meeting of committees. I am not going
to take up very much time to consider that, for surely every
Member of the House believes that a majority of any of the
committees of the House should have a right to convene
whenever they see fit to do so.

The gentleman from New York says they can do that now,
provided, when the committee assembles, it makes provision
for the committee to assemble at the request of a majority
of its members. That is true, but they do not do it.

The committees of the House are but the agents of the
House. The House is the principal. The House delegates
certain authority to the committees and surely the principal
has the right to make rules for its agents to act under.
Under the general parliamentary practice of this House the
rules of the House are the rules of the committees, and under
the rules of the House a motion to recess is not a privileged
motion. Therefore, if a committee met and a member at-
tempted to make a motion to recess until the next day, it
would not be in order. The proposal I suggest simply per-
mits a majority of the members of a committee to meet
whenever they see fit and it makes in order a motion to
recess, so that the committees may function from day to day
if they elect to do so. I can nof, to save my life, see how
anyone can object to that provision of the rules.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes.

Mr, BANKHEAD. Does the gentleman from Georgia take
issue with the statement made by the gentleman from New
York that under the present rules of the House the commit-
tees may do that?

Mr. CRISP. I do not, and I so stated. I am going to be
perfectly frank with the House, and I always am. I have
never made a statement on the floor of this House in argu-
ing a point of order to the Chair unless I sincerely believed
in it and I have given the reasons why I believed in it.

The gentleman from New York, the distinguished chair-
man of the Rules Committee, says—and I quote from his
speech, page 3700 of the RECORD:

Never, by one single paragraph in that manual, not by a single
sentence or a single word, as far as I know, has this House ever
given the Rules Committee any substantive .power to control
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legislation. It has not given the Rules Committee any substan-
tive power to defeat legislation.

I respectfully take issue with the distinguished gentleman,
the chairman of the Rules Committee. The jurisdiction of
the Rules Committee is defined in Rule XI, section 35.

All proposed action touching the rules, joint rules, and order
of business shall be referred to the Rules Committee.

Paragraph 725 of the same rule provides:

It shall always be in order to call for consideration a report
from the Committee on Rules. ks

Paragraph 725 (a) of the same rule provides that;
The Committee on Rules shall present to the House reports
concerning rules, joint rules, and order of business.

ths:ven hundred and twenty-six of the same rule provides

No committee, ex:
the sitting of the Bc:pu;e'tha Committee on Rules, shall sit during

If that does not confer absolute power upon the Rules
Committee fo report to this House what nonprivileged bills
shall be considered, I am so obtuse I can not read the Eng-
lish language. I will demonstrate later how the Rules Com-
mittee does function; how the Rules Committee does say
what nonprivileged bills shall be considered and what bills
shall be considered provided a majority of the House votes
to adopt a special rule they report.

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes.

Mr, MICHENER. The gentleman in his last statement
answered the question I was going to ask; that is, that the
Rules Committee may, under the rules, map out the pro-
gram, but that program must be reported to the House, and
that program can not even get started unless a majority of
those present and voting wants it started.

Mr. CRISP. My objection to the Rules Committee and
the vice of the system, as I see it, is not on the rules they
report, for when they report them it takes a majority of
the House to adopt them; but the vice, as I see it, the gag
rule, as I see it, is when the Committee on Rules pigeonholes
in that committee and lets sleep in the dark chambers of
the committee room a resolution providing for the consid-
eration of a bill and will not bring it out to the floor and
let a majority of the House have an opportunity to act.

I will leave my memorandum as to the order in which I
was going to discuss this matter and say that the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Snerr] said in his speech that the
Committee on Rules had reported 40 rules during the three
sessions of this Congress; that 22 bills had been considered
under special rules, and that he had some other rules which,
for one reason or another, he had not called up. Gentle-
men, that leaves 149 rules pending before that committee
asking for the consideration of bills, and the vice is that
they are gagging the House, smothering those resolutions in
the Committee on Rules, and will not give a majority of the
House the opportunity of voting as to whether or not they
desire to consider them.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes.

Mr. SNELL. I do not want any wrong impression left in
the minds of the Members of the House. Every rule that
the Rules Committee has ever reported has been called up
unless there was some reason for not calling it up, like a bill
having been passed by unanimous consent, or for some
reason we had to take the rule back in order to change it or
bring out another rule to take care of the particular situa-
tion. The statement made by the gentleman from Georgia
as to the other resolutions remaining in the committee is
correct, but let me say that there is not a committee in this
House which reports one-fourth of the resolutions or bills
referred to it, and in addition let me say that the Rules
Committee has before it 50 or 60 resolutions asking for
investigations. Is the gentleman in favor of bringing every
one of them before the House?

Mr. CRISP. I am, if 100 Members of the House are inter-
ested in them. I am not in favor of bringing everyone
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here that 1 or 2 or 3 or 4 Members may desire, for the whole
burden of my speech on this subject has been that I do not
want chaos, I want orderly procedure in the House. I do
not want any rule that will permit a mere handful of men to
filibuster and interfere with the procedure of the House, but
where there is a public matter of sufficient importance that
100 Members of this House desire the House to pass upon it,
they should have the privilege of doing so, and if there are
100 Members interested in any resolution pending before the
Rules Committee asking for a special order t.hey are entitled
to it.

It has developed in debate here on this floor to-day that
there is a bill or resolution pending before the Rules Com-
mittee asking that the House be given an opportunity to
consider a bill dealing with drainage bonds. It was stated
that 135 Members have signed a petition asking the Rules
Committee to report this rule. I do not know the merits
of this legislation. I do not know whether or not I would
support it if it came upon the floor of the House, but I do
say that it is the duty of the Rules Committee to give these
gentlemen an opportunity to have the bill considered. I do
not know what the Rules Committee will do. They may give
them a rule, but I say to these 135 Members, whether the
Rules Committee gives you a rule or not, if you had the dis-
charge rule that I am going to propose you would certainly
get an opportunity to make the House vote on the question.

Mr, SNELL. May I say to the gentleman that we have
heard them now for three days?

Mr, CRISP. I am making a perfectly fair statement. I
said I did not know what you were going to do and I quoted
what was said here. I do not make anything here but fair
statements, [Applause.]

Now, the gentleman says that the Rules Commitfee has no
control over legislation. Let me call your attention to an
occurrence that happened on the floor of this House in 1922,
I have the volume here and I will quote from it. Mr. Camp-
bell, of Kansas, was chairman of the Rules Committee, A
debate was had on the floor of the House as to a rule pend-
ing before that committee and Mr. MooRre of Virginia said:

In April I introduced & resolution which was sent to the ceme-
tery which is operated by the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. Camp-

bell, the chairman of the Rules Committee, a cemetery where all
Democratic measures are interred.

Some Member said, “A morgue.” Mr, Campbell said:

The Commiftee on Rules takes into account the bills that the
steering committee has shifted into a place for privileged con-
slderation. Then the Committee on Rules provides machinery to
consider them.

Mr. Campbell, in that debate, also said:

Facetious comment has frequently heen made about the chalr-
man of the Committee on Rules who carries in his hip pocket or
his coat pocket rules. If the work of the Committee on Rules con-
tinues to grow as it has been growing in the past seven or eight
years, they will have to have a calendar for the Committee on
Rules instead of a place in the pocket of the chairman for rules
that are reported. I have in my pocket now other rules reported
by that committee which I have not presented to the House.

The gentleman from New York said in his speech that
some of the rules his committee had reported had not been
called up.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yield.

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman misinterprets me there. I
gave the gentleman the reason a few moments ago why
they were not called up.

Mr. CRISP. I will quote the gentleman verbatim.

Mr. SNELL, I said that for various reasons they were not
called up. The gentleman from New York has never carried
a committee rule in his pocket and I challenge any man to
state once when he ever did.

Mr. CRISP. I do not know what the gentleman carries
in his pocket. I do not have access to his pocket. [Laughter
and applause.] I just quoted what the gentleman said on
the floor of the House here. I will now quote him verbatim:

Up to December 1, 1930, there were 927 measures passed In this
House. There were 40 special rules granted, and several of‘them
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were for investigations that have not been considered, and some
for one reason or another were not presented. Only 22 pieces of
legislation in the first two sessions of the Seventy-first Congress
were ever considered under special rules.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. CRISP. 1 yield.

Mr. SNELL. I have just explained to the gentleman the
reason two or three of them were not presented. As a mat-
ter of fact, every rule that is presented by the Rules Com-
mittee goes on the calendar, and the gentleman can very
well find out whether the gentleman from New York has
ever pocketed any rules or not; and earlier in the gentle-
man'’s statement he said he was going to talk about present-
day conditions and not archaic conditions of the past. Now
the gentleman is going back to something the gentleman
from Kansas, Mr. Campbell, did. The gentleman from New
York, the present chairman of the Rules Committee, has
never carried a rule in his pocket.

Mr. CRISP. Gentlemen, there is an old saying, “ The hit
bird flutters.”

Mr. SNELL. No; he does not flutfer in this case.

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from New York is fluttering.

Mr. SNELL. I deny the statement the gentleman has
made, and I would like to have him recall a specific instance
where I have ever done that.

h net:[ir CRISP. I told the gentleman I did not know what
e did.

Mr. SNELL. Then do not make the charge here unless
you know.

Mr. CRISP. Well, I will quote what the gentleman said
on the floor of the House here or anywhere else. [Applause.]

Mr. SNELL. If the gentleman makes a charge, he should
substantiate it, and that is what I am asking the gentle-
man to do.

Mr. CRISP. I have told the gentleman that I do not know
what he has in his pocket.

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman can not substantiate the
charge, and he knows it.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a poinf of
order. The gentleman from New York is interrupting with-
out permission.

Mr. SNELL. Oh, the gentleman yielded to me.

Mr. CRISP. I yielded to the gentleman, and I am in per-
fect good humor about this.

Mr, BLANTON. The chairman of the Rules Committee
does not need permission, Mr. Chairman.

Mr, CRISP. I am in perfect good humor, and I am de-
lighted to yield to the gentleman from New York; per-
fectly so.

Now, let me tell you what the gentleman from New York
said further in that speech, and I am quoting from page
3700;

It is the duty of the Rules Committee, as I understand it, to

act, as far as possible, for the protection of the administration and
the administration program of legislation.

The gentleman from New York evidently thinks the Rules
Committee should have the power to censor what bills the
House shall consider.

In his speech the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL]
compares the House of Representatives to a private corpora-
tion, intimating that the members of .the Rules Committee
are the directors and the other members the stockholders.
The whole burden of that part of his speech was to the
effect that the directors controlled the affairs and the stock-
holders’ province was to submit and, at the end of the year,
if they did not like the management of the directors, they
might elect new ones. I can not subscribe to any such fal-
lacy. The House of Representatives should not be likened
to a private corporation or a civic organization, but it is one
of the two coordinate bodies provided for by the Constitu-
tion of the United States to represent the people of the
Nation in legislative matters. Each Congressman represents
a constituency, and each is entitled to as much consideration
in that body as another. I must confess, it seems to me the
Rules Committee acts on the theory intimated by the dis-
tinguished gentleman from New York.
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The gentleman from New York does protect the adminis-
tration. Seventy-five per cent of this House might be in-
terested in considering some nonprivileged bill of great pub-
lic import, but if the administration does not desire it, if
the leaders of the House do not desire it considered, they
sit on the lid and will not let the resolution come out of
the Rules Committee to consider it. £

Now, our fathers in organizing this Government provided
three coordinate branches—the executive, the legislative,
and the judicial. The executive branch has nothing to do
with what bills this Congress considers. [Applause.] It is
none of their function; it is none of their business.

The President has the right to recommend to Congress
such legislation as he sees fit, but it is the imperative duty,
the power, and the right of the House to consider any legis-
lation it sees fit. If it passes, when it reaches the other
end of Pennsylvania Avenue, if it does not meet with the
approval of the President it is his duty and right to veto it.
When he vetoes it, it comes back to Congress. It is a privi-
leged motion. Then the representatives of the people and
the Senate have the right to vote to overrule it, and if it
gets two-thirds to vote for it, it becomes a law.

But under the present system, if the leaders of the House
do not desire a bill to be considered, they sit on the lid;
they do not let it come out; they exercise a more autocratic
veto power than any President of the United States exer-
cises.

Now, does the Committee on Rules refuse to report out
resolutions? I have called your attention fo the number
they have had and the number they have reported out and
the number they have not reported out.

Gentlemen, you do not have to take my word for the fact
that the Rules Commiftee has exercised almost complete
control as to which nonprivileged bills of the House of pub-
lic import are considered and which are not considered.
You have seen it operating, you have seen the machinery,
the roller, and you know it as well as I do. I repeat that
I have no fault to find with the Rules Committee when it
reports out for consideration a special order whether it is
a hog-tying rule or not, because it can not be adopted unless
a majority of the House agrees to it.

My fight is to put it in the power of a majority of the
House to consider a measure, irrespective of the fact that
the leaders or the administration do not want it considered.

I criticize them only when they refuse to take a bill up
in the committee room and will not give the House an oppor-
tunity to consider it.

Now, the distinguished chairman of the Rules Committee
said that the discharge rule is the most important rule that
I am going to propose. Unquestionably it is, and the gentle-
man from New York makes an earnest appeal to let his
committee stand out above all others and not to let the
vicious rule apply to this sacred Committee on Rules.

Let me quote. He says:

I am sure the common sense of this House will not allow you
to use this new discharge rule against the Rules Committee and
thereby destroy the very purpose for which the House itself
created the Rules Committee, namely, to enable it to function
as it wanted to at all times.

I think that language was a slip on the gentleman’s part,
although it speaks the truth. I think the gentleman had in
mind that the Rules Committee should be allowed to func-
tion as it wanted to function at all times. That is what they
think. Probably the gentleman meant in his argument that
the House could function as it wanted to at all times. How-
ever, he did say let the Rules Committee do as it wanted to.
That is what they do now under the rules.

The language is capable of two constructions, and the
gentleman probably meant to say that the House could do
what the House wanted to. As a matter of fact, the House
can not do it under the present rules.

The gentleman referred fo the discharge rule under the
Democratic control and said that there was a joker in it—
that you could only call up a bill after you had called through
the Unanimous-Consent Calendar and Suspensions. That
was true, and the Republicans in the Sixty-sixth and Sixty-
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seventh Congresses had that rule word for word, and I was
the one, if I may be permitted to say so, who discovered the
joker. I proposed——

yiellfir? RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman |

Mr. CRISP. Let me finish this.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I wanted to——

Mr. CRISP. I decline to yield, if the gentleman will not
desist when I courteously ask him to wait. After the occur-
rence on the floor of the House with Mr. Campbell the rules
dealing with the Committee on Rules were amended to
provide that when the Rules Committee authorized the
report of a special rule, if it was not called up within three
days, it should go on the calendar, and then if the chairman
did not call it up within nine days the Committee on Rules
could direct some other Member to call it up—another evo-
lution, trying to get away from autocratic procedure on the
part of a few in control. In the next Congress I pro-
posed a discharge rule, and it was adopted with two
changes. The rule that I proposed provided that 100 Mem-
bers could initiate the proceeding, but in drafting the rule
I did not confine it to public bills. The House adopted that
rule, changing the “ 100 ” to “ 150,” and made it applicable
to public bills, and if you will notice that rule, I provided
that the motion should be in order immediately after the
approval of the Journal, and I stood two days on this floor
and debated it and showed why the change was made, that
it was to prevent the very situation that the gentleman from
New York pointed out, that if you had to wait until you had
called all the committees it would not operate. Who killed
Cock Robin? I yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Oh, no; I follow the gentleman, and I
shall yield to him.

Mr. CRISP. I yielded to the gentleman, and I asked him
courteously to wait until I finished that statement. I
said I would yield afterwards. If the gentleman does not
care fo interrogate me, it is immaterial to me. I am per-
fectly good humored, and I made up my mind when I took
this floor that I was not going to get rufiled.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I hope the gentleman will not get
ruffled by the question that I ask him. The gentleman states
he wants to be fair, and I think he does want to be fair,
but outward appearances do not always indicate that.

The gentleman was the parliamentary clerk here from
1911 to 1913. He was a Member of the House from 1913
to 1918, and during those eight years the Democrats were
in complete control. Would it not be fair or fairer at least
to state or let the country know that during all of the
time the Democrats were in power the gentleman never did
suggest anything here that would liberalize the discharge
rule, which everybody concedes was ineffective? &

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman has asked the ques-
tion, and he should let me answer it now. I do not want to
be discourteous, but if you will give me unlimited time, I
am willing to stand here until I drop on this floor to answer
every question anyone will propound.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I do not want to go as far as that.
I quit.

Mr. CRISP. I will answer the gentleman. I did not make
any suggestions of any change in any of the rules dur-
ing the Democratic administration. I was a new Member,
and I have never, if I may be permitted to say it, tried to
push myself forward, but I do say to the gentleman that
as far as any law, any code of rules that are adopted, is
concerned, how they work depends upon the men who
handle them and execute them; and under the Democratic
régime we did not have this procedure that we have now.
There was not a complaint of the rules then as the com-
plaint has been since, and the complaint of the present
procedure is not confined to the Democratic side of the
House, but it is largely on the Republican side also—so
much so, gentlemen, that while you have a paper majority
of two for the organization of the next House, you know
that unless these rules are liberalized you will not be able
to get all of the independent, freethinking men on the
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Republican side to vote with you, and you will not organize
the House unless the rules are liberalized, and you know it.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes.

Mr. SNELL. As I understand the procedure in the House,
and the organization of the House, the first thing to do is
to organize and elect your officers, and then comes the
adoption of the rules. That is an entirely different propo-
sition. A man could very well vote for whoever he wished
to for Speaker and still vote against the rules or for the
rules. Why does that necessarily depend upon the election
of the Speaker or the other officers of the House?

Mr., CRISP. The gentleman states the situation cor-
rectly, but a number of men on the gentleman’s side of the
House are not so gullible or simple as to vote for the Re-
publican nominee for Speaker unless they have assurance
that these rules are to be changed, and the gentleman
knows it.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes.

Mr. SNELL. Has the gentleman'’s prospective leader, the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], promised these pro-
posed changes that the gentleman is talking about at the
present time?

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Texas is 21, and I shall
let him speak for himself. I say this to the gentleman:
When I prepared and introduced this discharge rule, Mr.
GarnNER did not know anything in the world about it; he
had never seen it and I had never discussed it with a single
Member of the House. No one knew what I was going to
do. I introduced it, and I am doing so on my own respon-
sibility as a Member, trying to liberalize the rules of the
House. What the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GarNER]
has said to others I know not, but it is my judgment that
Mr. Garner will support this change.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield, for
information?

Mr. CRISP. Certainly.

Mr. SLOAN. In the discharge of these committees of
various bills, is there a limit placed as to the number of
discharges as to which each man may sign his name or
may not, and might not the minority congest the calendar
much more than it has been congested under the rules of
the present and preceding régimes?

Mr. CRISP. I will answer the gentleman., It could un-
questionably congest the discharge calendar more than it
has under the present discharge rule, for there is not a single
one on it and not a single one can get on it under these
rules, but I do not believe the House of Representatives
would be so silly as to pile up the calendar with motions to
discharge for the purpase of filibuster or delay; but even
admitting they would be so silly, that only can apply 2
days in the month, and in a long session of Congress there
would not be more than 10 or 12 days when the rule would
apply, and before the rule can apply the bill must be in
committee 30 days, and only once can the rule be applied to
any particular bill. When -there has been one motion to
discharge and that has been disposed of either by adoption
or rejection by the House, another motion can not be filed
against that bill,

I think I have answered the gentleman frankly.

Mr. SLOAN. Not from my viewpoint; but the point was
the congestion of the other——

Mr. CRISP. Well, I may say to my friend that I think
I answered him frankly and candidly.

Mr. SLOAN, The gentleman did not understand my ques-
tion. The congestion I referred to was not the congestion of
the discharge calendar but the congestion of the various
other calendars which we have in the House, which, in a
way, control and give precedence to legislation.

Mr. CRISP. ' The other calendars are unquestionably con-
gested, and many of them, in the natural order of events,
can not be considered. Many bills will be reparted from
committees and die because they can not be reached.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from
Georgia has expired.
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Mr. CRISP. I dislike to frespass on the time of the House,
but I have yielded to so many questions and I have not really’
answered some of them.

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Crisp] 15 additional minutes.

Mr. CRISP. Now, gentlemen, please do not interrupt me.
I have yielded, but I think I should have a chance now to
conclude.

Mr. SIMMONS. I will be glad to yield whatever addi-
tional time is required to answer the question which I wish te
ask the gentleman.

Mr. CRISP. Very well.

Mr. SIMMONS. If I understood the gentleman’s state-
ment correctly, it is the gentleman’s opinion that under the
present discharge rule it is practically impossible to get a
bill before the House?

Mr. CRISP. Absolutely; a nonprivileged bill.

Mr, SIMMONS. Under that statement, am I correct in
drawing the conclusion that the procedure suggested by
some Members of the House of securing the discharge of the
Committee on Ways and Means on the so-called Patman bill
to pay cash on the bonus was a futile undertaking?

Mr. CRISP. It was futile for two reasons: Under the
rule you could not get 218 Members to sign it, but if you
got that, then you had to have 218 votes by tellers. The
rule says you can not call the roll, but you have to have 218
pass through tellers; and when that was done, the commit-
tee was directed in 15 days to report the bill and it was fo
go on the calendar. It is a nonprivileged bill, and if it was
reported favorably by the committee or reported under that
rule and went on the calendar, it is nonprivileged, and 80
per cent of the Members of this House—and I repeat that
statement—80 per cent of the Members of this House de-
siring to get it considered could not do so without a revolu-
tion, by overturning the rules, unless the Rules Committee
brought in a rule for its consideration.

Mr. SIMMONS. Then, as I say, the proceedings with ref-
erence to the Patman bill were futile?

Mr. CRISP. Well, I think it was to show their earnest
desire, but if you had the rule I propose it would not have
been futile., One hundred and eighteen Members would
sign that. If you had the rule I propose, I would have had
a little special-order rule before the Rules Committee, a spe-
cial order for the consideration of that bill, and when 100
Members signed that discharge rule I would have applied
it against the Rules Committee and if a majority of the
House, a quorum present, voted in the affirmative, that com-
mittee would have been discharged and we would have
adopted the rule and the House would have proceeded to
consider the adjusted-service certificates under the terms of
the rule, just as much as if the gentleman from New York
[Mr. SxeLL] bad brought in here a favorable report for con-
sideration of the bill under the rule.

The gentleman from New York says, “ Oh, there are cer-
tain privileged bills that can come up.” Yes. Appropria-
tions. Who in the world ever disputed that appropriation
bills could come up? If they do not come up and are not
passed, we would have an extra session of Congress, which I
hope will not be the case. Then the gentleman says, “ The
Ways and Means Committee.” Later on he said, “ You can
not pass a tariff bill through the House without a rule;
you have to have a rule.” Therefore he destroys and nega-
tives his own proposition that a tariff bill can be considered
without a rule from the Rules Committee.

Then he says, “ Other committees.” Yes. The Committee
on the Territories is privileged to report a bill admitting a
new State. This has not been done since the great State of
Oklahoma came into the Union. There will not be another
Territory admitted to statehood in years to come.

Is not this a’'great privilege conferred upon our member-
ship? The gentleman says the Printing Committee ean
report a resolution providing for printing a document that
does not cost more than $500. A great gift to the House of
Representatives! y

The chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills can
quietly slip in the door and leave upon the Speaker’s desk
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the enrolled bills that have been passed. Oh, gentlemen, we
should be grateful for this consideration.

Gentlemen, the bills in which the country is interested
are nonprivileged bills. Bills that come from the following
committees are not privileged: Judiciary, Immigration, Bank-
ing and Currency, Agriculture, Interstate and Foreign Com-~
merce, Merchant Marine, Flood Control, Foreign Affairs,
Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, Irrigation and Reclamation,
Education, Labor, Civil Service, Claims, and others. Those
are the committees in which the country is interested. Buf;
says the gentleman from New York, “ You have Calendar
Wednesday.” Yes. In the three sessions of this Congress
only 18 of the 44 committees have had the call. The gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. Jounsox], on the floor of the
House the other day, said the Committee on Immigration
had not been called since 1922—nine years. I checked that
up and it seems to be correct. So, to consider them on
Calendar Wednesday, “Abandon hope all ye who hope to
enter here.” I quote Mr. JouNson literally:

Mr. JorNsON. There 1s no way, however, to get them up on
the floor except by a rule, by suspension of the rules, or by unani-
mous consent. It so happens that the last Calendar Wednesday
of this Committee on Immigration and Naturalization occurred
on April 5, 1922. Think of it—nine years ago! The committee
had been recognized by rule occasionally in that long period
covering more than four Congresses. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
January 20, 1931, p. 2693.)

I am going to propose an amendment to the Calendar
Wednesday rule so that each committee will be limited to
one day. That may relieve the situation some and permit
'more committees to be called.

The gentleman from New York overlooked one way that
'the House might consider a bill without the approval of
the Rules Committee. I will remind him of it. Suspension
of the rules on certain days, but the Speaker is absolute
boss as to that. There is no provision in the rules making
him recognize anybody. He has the privilege of doing it
if he wants to, but he does not have to do it.

Now, gentlemen, the whole purpose of the rules I have
prepared is not to deal with a committee that is function-
ing, not to deal with a committee that is having hearings on
bills referred to it, but with a willful committee; one that
attempts to strangle in the dark a public bill; one that
your constituents and mine are interested in. That is fre-
quently done. They smother them there to keep the House
from voting on them and to keep Members from going on
record as to how they stand. I will quote what I said in my
radio address on this subject. I said committees can kill
bills in committee—page 3205—

Under our present code of rules any public bill in which the
people are vitally interested can be smothered in a committee
and thus killed, and it is most frequently done, and by the same
means the membership of the House may be prevented from
going on record as to how they stand on the measure. This
system of gag rule plays directly into the hands of the special
interests and is a favorite method used in preventing legislation
opposed by them. I believe that a man or woman elected to the
high office of Congressman should have the courage to vote on any
public legislation pending in Congress, and to let his constituents,
who have a voice on the legislation only through their Repre-
sentative, know how he stands upon it.

The gentleman from New York admifs the criticism. I
quote from his speech:

It is very difficult for a man constituted as I am to take the
pounding that the chairman of the Rules Committee receives on
the floor of the House, when I know the Member is demagog-
ing. I know it because time and time again he has come to me
after he has made a statement and sald, “Do not pay any
attention to it. I did not mean it, but I was forced into this for
political reasons, but for God's sake, you stand up and do what
is right.”

He admits the charge. He says that when the Interstate
and Foreign Commerce Committee did not do what they
should have done, smother that Capper-Kelly bill in the
committee, they passed the buck to him, but he was not
going fo stand for it, so he brought in a rule. I am glad he
did. I have been writing my folks for two years that I
would not support it and I was delighted to have the privi-
lege of voting against it. But the gentleman admits my
case.
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Gentlemen, what I am seeking to do is to correct that:
to fix the rules so that if 100 Members desire to put the
House on record as to an important nonprivileged public
bill they will have the right to do so. Your constituents
and my constituents have the right to know how we stand,
and the only way they have a vote in this Congress is
through you as their duly elected Representatives. They
have the right to know; yet under present conditions they
can not find out unless you voluntarily tell them. The dis-
charge rule I propose is to deal with that situstion. Muscle
Shoals is tied up in conference and we can not do any-
thing about it. Eighty per cent—and I repeat it—of the
Members of this House may desire to act, but unless the
Rules Committee brings in a rule dealing with it they can
not do it, unless they override the rules of the House. The
same would be true of an amendment to the Volstead Act
and the submission of the question of the repeal of the
eighteenth amendment, dealing with prohibition. Neither
is privileged and you can not do it, but if the rule I propose
is adopted, 100 Members on two days a month can inau-
gurate and initiate the procedure, where upon the request
of 100 Members the House will be forced to vote as to
whether or not it will take up a bill. Oh, no; the 100 Mem-
bers do not discharge the committee, the 100 Members
simply inaugurate and initiate the machinery whereby on
two days in each month the majority of the House will have
the privilege of voting as to whether a majority of the
House desires to discharge a committee, and, if a majority
desires to do so, it is discharged. If they do not, then the
committee is not discharged. This rule will not clog or
interfere with business or tie up legislation. It will not be
legislation by petition, because such a motion can not be
made until a committee has had an opportunity to consider
a bill for 30 days.

I do not believe this House would at any time do the
foolish thing but that when 100 Members desired to take
up a bill there would be some good reason for it, and that
the Members of the House would only act when it was
necessary. 1

I will not have the time to answer the gentleman with
regard to the tariff bill. He referred to the fact that they
had a conference about the tariff bill, but I remind him
that was not the first conference they had on it. They had
one long before they reported the first rule in connection
with the bill. They did not bring in a rule at once when
the bill was reported by the Ways and Means Committee
but allowed us to debate it day after day while certain Re-
publicans appeared before these 15 Republican Members
who prepared the original bill to see if they could be molli-
fied or pacified in their opposition to the bill if they were
permitted to offer some amendments and have them adopted.
Then when they got enough satisfied to adopt the rule, in
came the steam roller, and she rolled. They adopted the
rule and they passed the bill. The gentleman said there
were 1,250 amendments placed on the bill by thé Senate and
that it would have been impossible to permit the House to
act on all of them. He said they had a conference. Oh,
yes; they had a conference and they had a conference for
the same reason. They could not have a rule adopted unless
certain Members were given a chance to vote on the tariff on
cement, sugar, lumber, the flexible provision, and the deben-
ture. So they had a conference and they agreed to give
them separate votes on those propositions and then in came
the rule and it was adopted. .

Now, much complaint is made concerning the Private
Calendar. If we followed the rules of the House, every
Friday the House would resolye itself into the Committee
of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private
Calendar. I have not seen thaf rule applied but once since
I have been back here. In the old days it was used, but, of
course, at times they were not able to pass as many bills
on one Friday as under the present system, because they
might get one that was contested and that slowed up things.
But that is the rule of the House and it gives everyone a fair
and square chance on his bill when it is reached on the
calendar.




1931

However, if you are not going to apply that rule it seems
to me it would be in the interest of the membership of the
House to have a rule adopted which would provide for the
consideration of private bills by unanimous consent, and
providing that there shall be three objections to the present
consideration of the bill, just as we now have it with refer-
ence to the Consent Calendar the second time a bill is
called up.

Now, gentlemen, I have trespassed upon your time much
longer than I anticipated, but I am sure you will admit that
the questions asked me have required considerable time. I
am in perfectly good humor; I am perfectly sincere; I am
making this fight, not for the Democratic side but for the
entire membership of the House, to make it again a repre-
sentative body and to give a majority, irrespective of politics,
on two days of the month an opportunity to place the House
on record.

The gentleman from New York sees the handwriting on the
wall. His speech was the last appeal, the dying appeal, of
the old guard for you to rally around him and to retain his
power; but the call will go unanswered, for I have not any
doubt but that the Seventy-second Congress will liberalize
the rules. [Applause.]

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield so that I
may obtain some information?

Mr. CRISP. I will be pleased to yield.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I was not here at the beginning of the
gentleman’s remarks, and perhaps he has already enlight-
ened the House as to the matter I want to inquire about at
this time. Something has been said about the congestion
of the business of the House if the particular rule the gen-
tleman speaks of were adopted. I understand, if this rule
were adopted, the business taken up under the rule would only
be considered by the House two days each month; is that
correct?

Mr. CRISP. I am very pleased that my friend has asked
this question, because on account of the interruptions I did
not have a chance to answer it. The rule has two clauses
in it. One of them is the old rule I had in the Fifty-eighth
Congress, that where a committee is discharged and the bill
taken up it is only considered on those particular days, and
if it is not finished on the first day it goes over to the next
discharge day; but the only bill I have ever seen the dis-
charge rule applied to was the Howell-Barkley bill, and
when it got up there was a filibuster, and they filibustered
and filibustered, and we remained here one entire night, and
I saw then that the rule had to be changed. I have profited
by that experience, and the only effective way to have a dis-
charge rule is to make the discharge rule apply against the
Committee on Rules, and this is the way it is to be done: I
would sit down and introduce a resolution and send it to the
Rules Committee providing that upon the adoption of the
resolution a certain bill should be considered. I would make
that a continuing order. I would say that the House from
day to day shall proceed to consider the bill until it is finally
disposed of. I would say how many hours of debate there
should be. I would cut off all dilatory motions and confine
the Speaker to entertaining only one motion to adjourn, and
then if 100 Members signed the petition and the Committee
on Rules was discharged and it was brought in here and the
House adopted the rule, it would have the same force and
effect for the consideration of that bill that it would have
if the gentleman from New York [Mr. SneLL] brought it in
here with a favorable report and it was adopted. It would
cut off filibusters, it would make the House continue to con-
sider the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from
Georgia has expired.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman
two additional minutes.

Mr. CRISP. When I discussed this matter last Friday,
the gentleman from Alabama asked me how the rule would
work if they made an adverse report, and I answered that
I had not thought of that and I would have to consider it.
I thought of it that night and I now have the answer.
That is a weakness. If the Rules Committee purposely and
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wilfully sought to circumvent the House from acting when
they had a resolution for the consideration of a bill by mak-
ing a favorable report and not calling it up or by making
an adverse report, under the rule as I originally drafted it, .
they might accomplish their purpose. I am going to pro-
pose two others that will change that. I am going to pro-
pose that if the Committee on Rules makes a favorable re-
port on a rule for the consideration of a bill and they do
not call it up within three days, then any member of the
Rules Committee, minority or majority, can call it up, and
I am going to provide that if they make an adverse report
on a rule providing for the consideration of a bill, then on
days when it is in order to call the discharge calendar, any
Member of the House can call up that adverse report as a
privileged matter, and the House does not have to accept the
committee’s recommendation of an adverse report, but can
turn them down; and if a majority adopts the rule, then
we will proceed to consider the bill under the terms of the
rule, and there is no escape from it. The rule, with these
additions which I shall prepare, will work and will prevent
a filibuster, if a majority of the House desires to act.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from
Georgia has again expired.

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman
three additional minutes.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield for a further
question?

Mr. CRISP. I will be delighted to yield to the gentleman.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I infer from what the gentleman has
just stated that this discharge rule could not be invoked
against the standing legislative committees of the House.

Mr. CRISP. Not unless the bill had been before them
30 days. In that case, it could.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Does not the gentleman realize that
at the beginning of a session a large number of bills are
introduced in the House and referred to the appropriate
committees, and frequently it is not possible for any legis-
lative committee to give consideration to a bill helieved to
be very important by some Member other than a member of
the committee, and it is not given consideration unless some
pressure is brought to bear upon the committee. I am sure
the gentleman realizes that I am one of the liberal-minded
men of the House, but I like to see orderly procedure, and
being a member of a legislative committee, it seems to me
that the members of the various committees ought to have
a fair opportunity to consider any bill that is proposed to
be brought up under this rule, before it is actually brought
up. My friend realizes the futility of trying to legislate in
the Committee of the Whole, and the thought I have is that
before that is undertaken, every opportunity should be
given to the proper legislative committee to function in con-
nection with the bill for which the rule is invoked.

Mr. CRISP. I agree with my friend, but the rule gives
them 30 days plus 7 days before it is put on the calendar,
and I think that gives them a fair amount of time, The rule
is not intended to be applied to ordinary bills. It is only
applicable fo outstanding public bills, and the rule will not
destroy the Rules Committee, as they fear. It will make the
Rules Committee good.

It will make the Rules Committee subservient to the
wishes of the majority of the House. Probably the rule
would not be used often because they would probably report
a rule when a hundred Members were interested in it.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Might I suggest to my friend that it
would be fair to give the legislative committees a longer
period of time before the motion to discharge was acfually
made in which to consider a bill before the rule was in-
voked? It seems to me that this would make for much
better legislation.

Mr, CRISP. I do not arrogate to myself superior knowl-
edge—that is a matter of detail, when the rule is up for
consideration the majority can say whether it should be
increased or not.

Mr. WOODRUFF. These bills that would be considered
under the discharge rule would be bills of considerable

import.
Mr. CRISP. Undoubtedly.
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Mr, WOODRUFF. If seems to me unreasonable to expect
a legislative committee to act promptly because of the nec-
essary hearings that should be held in matters of legisla-
‘tion. The witnesses may have to come from the far ends
of the country. The subject under consideration would
probably be of considerable importance and it is not only
possible but probable that extended hearings should be held
by the committee before sufficient information could be se-
cured upon which to legislate intelligently.

Mr. CRISP. If the committee was having hearings, le-
gitimately considering the bill, you could not get 10 Mem-
bers to sign a petition for discharge.

Mr. WOODRUFF. And further, the committees do not
always select for first consideration bills that might strike
some Member as being most important. Bills before com-
mittees are usually considered in the order of priority im-
portance as suggested by the departments affected by the
bills. It seems to me in view of what I have said that the
gentleman from Georgia should add considerable time to
the seven days which, under his proposed bill, may elapse
before the bill is taken from the committee.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr, Ramsever] 40 minutes.

EXTRA SESSION OF CONGRESS

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, my following the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Crisp] is a coincidence. I had intended to get into the
general debate when the legislative appropriation bill was
up last Saturday but did not have the time as I was occupied
in committee hearing before the Ways and Means Commit-
tee on the proposals to cash the World War veterans’
certificates.

I wish this afternoon to make some observations on the
state of the Union, running all the way from the talk of an
extra session, through some pending legislation, and then
give some attention to the agitation for change in the rules
of the House.

In view of the fact that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Crisp] preceded me with a discussion on the House rules, I
may devote more time to that subject than I had intended.

First let us dispose of the falk of the need of an exfra
session of Congress. The President of the United States
before this session of Congress convened last December, if
the press quoted him correctly, wanted, if possible, to avoid
an extra session. I do not know what his attitude is now.
I presume he is no more enthusiastic for an extra session
now than he was then.

During the last few months I have been reading some
interesting histories touching the Civil War period and the
reconstruction days following the Civil War.

Lincoln, during the Civil War, never did have the hearty
support of Congress. He had Thad Stevens here in the
House and Senator Sumner and Senator Wade in the Senate
criticizing him constantly. Everything he did was criticized
in Congress. He had much opposition in Congress. He was
denounced as a usurper. His selection of generals, his con-
duct of the war, his attitude toward the States in rebellion
were all subjects of condemnation. Even his Gettysburg
speech, according to some critics of that day, was disap-
pointing and inferior for the occasion.

' Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes.

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman gratify my curiosity by
saying who it was that said that the Gettysburg speech was
unworthy of the occasion?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I said some critics of that time. Ever-
ett’s speech was considered the great speech of the day, but
there was not much comment or praise at that time of Lin-
coln’s Gettysburg speech.

* Mr. BECK. I was curious to know the name. I thought
I had missed it.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I did not give any name.

There were disturbing elements in Congress during Lin-
coln’s time as there are now. I have before me a History
of the United States from the Compromise of 1850, by J. F.
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Rhodes. In volume 5, pages 137-138, there is an interesting
account of the last meeting that Mr. Lincoln had with his
Cabinet on the morning of April 14, 1865. You know Presi-
dent Lincoln was assassinated that evening. I shall have
this whole paragraph printed in the extension of my remarks.
In this paragraph President Lincoln related a dream which
he had the night before. He spoke in complimentary terms
of General Lee and others of the Confederacy and mani-
fested enthusiasm over the establishment of government in
Virginia. The sentences I shall read at this place express
the feeling of relief and gratification on the part of Presi-
dent Lincoln that he did not have Congress on his hands
at the time. Some of you may see how these sentences apply
to the situation before us. I now quote President Lincoln:

I think it providential that this great rebellion is crushed just
as Congress has adjourned and there are none of the disturbing
elements of that body to hinder and embarrass us. If we are wise
and discreet, we shall reanimate the States and get their govern-

ments in successful operation, with order prevailing and the
Union reestablished, before Congress comes together in December,

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes.

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman state whether he ap-
proves of the method by which those State governments were
put into operation?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Oh, I can not go into that. Of course,
Mr. Lincoln’s position all the time during the war was that
the Southern States were not out of the Union; that they
were still a part of the Union. His critics in Congress con-
tended the States in rebellion had taken themselves out of
the Union, and after Lincoln’s death they proceeded to enact
the reconstruction acts contrary to Lincoln’s views. It
would have been much better if Lincoln’s views had pre-
vailed. But that is taking me away from my subject.

Mr. PARKS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. o

Mr. PARKS. There is nobody who lives in the South tha
did not deplore the fact that Lincoln’s policy was not carried
out, .

Mr. RAMSEYER. I understand that. I was quoting from
Lincoln for another purpose. I do not know whether the
President of the United States has any feeling akin to those
of Mr. Lincoln toward Congress now or not, but certainly a
lot of things can be done and should be done that the Presi-
dent can do and take care of during the nine months follow-
ing March 4 better without Congress on his hands than with
Congress on his hands.

Next, is there any considerable group in the United States
that is demanding an extra session of Congress? Let us
turn to the farmers. I have in my hand here the American
Farm Bureau Weekly News Letter of December 30, 1930. On
page 2 there is an article headed “ Extra session not seen
necessary for farmers.” I now read the first paragraph
from that article:

Farmers are not expecting an extra session to be necessary fol-
lowing March 4, 1931, Much of the legislation in which they are
interested at Washington classifies as unfinished business, and if,
in the ensuing two months, Co works with that speed which
may be expected of it and which it usually manifests, they will
have secured the final enactment of all or at least most of the
bills in which agriculture is interested.

That is the first paragraph. Then follows a list of 16
bills in which the farmers are interested. The legislative
committee of the American Farm Bureau Federation assured
me that this article correctly sets forth the attitude of their
organization. These bills are regarded of minor importance,
as the last paragraph of the article will show. I read the
last paragraph of the article:

None of these bills will bring in the agricultural millenium, as
each one is more of a minor than & major legislation project.
However, altogether they constitute a rather large legislative pro-
gram which, when enacted, will be beneficial to agriculture.

I believe this view is held by the other great agricultural
associations and by the farmers generally of the country,

I have heretofore had occasion to present my views on our
economic system. There are wrongs in our economic system
that not only should be corrected but must be corrected if




1931

our social and economic order is to survive. We have a
surplus of food, of clothing, of fuel, and of material for
housing on the one hand. On the other hand we have
millions of people able, willing, and anxious to work who are
suffering because of a lack of food, of clothing, of fuel, and
of material for housing. The existence of such a situation
no one can or will justify. During the last year I followed
with interest the proceedings of the great labor organiza-
tions of the country. I was looking especially to these labor
gatherings for suggestions for legislation to correct the situa-
tion that confronts us. I have not read the minutes of the
proceedings of these labor organizations. So far as I could
get their attitude from newspaper reports, it is that the
problem of unemployment and the more equitable distribu-
tion of the fruits of industry is largely for the employers and
employees to work out. I have before me an interview given
out by Mr. Matthew Woll, vice president of the American
Federation of Labor, which was printed in the Washington
Sunday Star, December 7 last. I read just one paragraph
from this interview, which I think reflects the attitude of the
great labor organizations of the country. It is as follows:

Probably the machinery for recording unemployment will have
to be provided by legislation. But we do not favor legislation
to force compliance of industry. Organized labor has made vol-
untary principles the cornerstone of its philosophy. Government
can not control industry.

There is no group in either the House or the Senate that
has a legislative program which goes to the fundamentals of
our economic ills. The President of the United States, in
his annual message to Congress last December, outlined his
program which he asked Congress to enact into legislation.
The President’s program can be easily enacted into legis-
lation before March 4. The President also made sugges-
tions for studies to be made by committees of Congress
during the time Congress should stand in adjournment from
March 4 until the first Monday in December. These studies
should be made. In regard to the economic depression, the
President in his message, on page 2, among other sugges-
tions, said:

Economic depression can not be cured by legislative action or
Executive pronouncement. Economic wounds must be healed by
the action of the cells of the economic body—the producers and
the consumers themselves.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER., Yes.

Mr. MORGAN. Is it not true that the American Federa-
tion of Labor officials, in executive session in Miami, went
on record as against an extra session of Congress?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I did not see that. Does the gentle-
man say that is the fact?

Mr. MORGAN. I saw some such publicity.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I did not see that. So far as I know
there is not a group of any kind, farm, business, industrial,
or labor, that thinks it is necessary for Congress to be in
extra session for the purpose of enacting legislation to aid
economic recovery.

The question naturally presents itself whether the eco-
nomic recovery which the President has in mind can be ex-
pedited better by Congress being in session or by Congress
taking the usual adjournment which comes between sessions
of Congress in the odd-numbered years.

LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS

I shall now take up some legislative proposals that have
been suggested that this Congress should pass as the price
of avoiding an extra session of Congress. The threat has
been made that unless these proposals are enacted into law
that an extra session will be forced. Of course, the only
place where an extra session of Congress can be forced is in
the Senate, where the Senate rules make it possible for a
minority to filibuster against appropriation bills the enact-
ment of which is necessary for the Government to func-
tion. None of the proposals which have been put forth go
to the substance of things. None of them go to the founda-
tion of our economic ills. I shall now consider these legisla-
tive proposals.
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First. Lame-duck amendment: I was one of the first Mem-
bers of the House to introduce a resolution following the
World War to do away with the so-called lame-duck sessions
of Congress. I supported the resolution that was before
the House during the last Congress. That resclution was
thoroughly and ably discussed in the House. It failed to get
the necessary two-thirds vote. I am ready to support such -
a resolution again if it is in proper form. Amending the
Constitution in the way suggested, however, would not solve
or help to solve our economic difficulties. Our present sys-
tem has not caused any particular hardships or wrongs to
the people. To amend the Constitution in the form pro-
posed I do not think will hasten the days of economic reform
and economic justice. I have favored the resolution for the
reason that in my opinion to permit the newly elected Mem-
bers of Congress to meet and to take charge of the enact-
ment of legislation at an earlier date is more in line with
the principles of political science. I shall not discuss this
proposal further at this time, because I hope at an early
date to get time to discuss Constitution amending, and at
that time shall give consideration to the particular form of
the proposed amendment to do away with our short sessions
of Congress.

Second. Anti-injunction bill. This is another bill that is
urged as the price of avoiding an extra session of Congress.
My view is that the powers of the Federal courts in issuing
injunctions in labor disputes should be redefined and cur-
tailed. Occasionally a Federal court does issue unconscion-
able injunctions against laborers. I do not know that there
is any possibility of considering this bill at this session. A
bill on the subject was adversely reported in the Senate and
the House Judiciary Committee has not yet reported on the
bill. Both political parties in their national platforms in
1928 went on record favoring the curbing of the powers of
the Federal courts in this regard. I think it is the duty of
the House Judiciary Committee to give this matter consid-
eration and to report out some kind of a bill during this
session of Congress.

Third. The so-called Wagner bills. Gentlemen occasion-
ally get up on the floor of this House and speak as though
nothing has been done in the consideration of these bills.
The bill providing for getting statistics on unemployment
was passed at the last session of Congress. The Labor De-
partment now has an appropriation to carry out the pur-
poses of this law. The advance planning bill has passed
both the Senate and the House, and is probably at this mo-
ment on its way to the White House. The advance plan-
ning bill, if enacted into law, is not going to affect our
present economic situation. The revolving fund provided
for in this bill is $150,000,000. Already upon the recommen-
dation of the President for this year Congress has author-
ized the expenditure of $750,000,000 for public works of dif-
ferent kinds. That is about $500,000,000 more than we have
been spending in normal years. On account of the existing
emergency and because of the prompt action of the Presi-
dent as soon as the country was involved in the economie
depression, we are doing a great deal more this year than we
could do under this advanced planning bill.

The other Wagner bill is for the coordination of the State
employment bureaus. This bill has passed the Senate, has
been reported out by the House Judiciary Committee, and is
now on the Union Calendar awaiting the action of this
House. I have favored all three of these bills.

Fourth. The fourth proposal is the Muscle Shoals bill,
which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has again
referred to. That is in conference. A month or so ago
gentlemen from the South were demanding that the House
conferees sign a conference report of disagreement so the
matter could come before the House for action. A week or
two ago the House conferees unanimously agreed to report a
disagreement. The reason why this proposal has not been
before the House on disagreement is because the Senate con-
ferees refused to join the House conferees in reporting ai
disagreement. Personally, I am very anxious that this
Muscle Shoals controversy should be disposed of, but itl
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should be disposed of in a manner that will preserve the ]
rights of the Government to explosives in time of war and
the rights of farmers to fertilizers in time of peace. The
surplus electric power should be sold by the Government, but
certainly no thoughtful Member of this Houyse wants to put
the Government in the business of distributing electric
POWer.

Fifth. The farm debenture plan. I discussed this proposal

at some length before the House on April 30 last. I shall
not undertake at this time to go into the merits or demerits
of this proposal. The plan that was before the House was
indefensible from the standpoint of the farmers. However,
my view or the individual views of Members of the House
or Senate are not of controlling importance at this time.
The question now is: Do the farmers want Congress at this
session or at an extra session of Congress to enact an export
debenture law? The leaders of the various farm organiza-
tions met the latter part of last November with the Senate
Agricultural Committee, of which Senator McNary is chair-
man.
The farm leaders all agreed that they wanted to give the
farm marketing act a further trial. They did not want any
interference with the operations of the Federal Farm
Board. They wanted this law to be given further trial until
at least in December, 1931. They were not asking for any
equalization fee or debenture legislation or anything else
along that line.

Mr. Taber, the president of the National Grange, whose
organization has sponsored the export-debenture plan, when
asked by the press the attitude of the Grange on the de-
benture, stated that he was still for the debenture, but that
he realized that it was impossible to get the debenture
through the short session of Congress, and that an extra
session of Congress would cost more than the debenture was
worth.

This attitude of the leaders of the farm organizations
ought to have weight with the thinking Members of Con-
gress.

Sixth. Appropriations for food: At this time I have no
intention to get into the controversy now raging between
the White House and Capitol Hill on this subject. This
proposal ought to be faced calmly, judicially, and dispas-
sionately. Everyone knows that the President of the United
States has had more experience in relieving human hunger
and suffering than any other man in the history of man-
kind. His plan of relieving human hunger and distress in
the drought-stricken States of the United States is through
the American Red Cross. The Red Cross is the only or-
ganization now in existence that has made and can make a
survey of the situation in the drought-stricken areas. No
committee of Congress has undertaken to make such a sur-
vey. The President and the Red Cross are agreed as to the
method that should be pursued to relieve the men, women,
and children in the drought-stricken areas of the country.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Not now. I do not want to be dis-
courteous, but I would like to finish my statement. The Red
Cross officials say they have funds on hand fo relieve all the
hunger and distress in the drought-stricken regions of the
United States. They are undertaking to raise more funds.
They have a trust fund of between forty and fifty million
dollars, which they do not want to use in case they can raise
the additional necessary funds. But, if necessary, every cent
of that money in the trust fund is pledged to carry out the
task they have undertaken.

I do not want to be understood as crificizing Members of
Congress who have taken the attitude of opposition to the
President and the Red Cross. I am willing to concede that
the desire of such Members to relieve human suffering is just
as great as the desire of the President to do so.

The attempts of Members to give the impression to the
country that their hearts beat more in sympathy with hu-
man suffering than does the heart of the President, of
course, will be futile. The country knows the President’s
knowledge of and his experience in relieving human hunger

and suffering, not only in this counfry but also in other
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countries. The people of the country know that the Presi-
dent’s knowledge and experience along this line is many
times greater than the combined knowledge and experience
of all the Members of Congress. The people of the country
have absolute confidence that the President and the Red
Cross intend to and will take care of every case of suffering
in the drought-stricken areas. The people know that the
President and the Red Cross, together with the local com-
mittees in the cities where unemployment prevails, will take
care of the situation and that we will pass through this dis-
tressful winter with a minimum of human suffering and
human hunger.

Mr. McCKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes.

Mr. McKEOWN. The President appointed various com-
missions or committees all over the several drought-stricken
States, and those committees reported to him in October
or November. Does the gentleman think the President
accepted the reports of these commissions he appointed?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I do not know the contents of those
reports, but I do know that the Red Cross, together with .
other agencies under Mr. Woods, have made surveys, and
undoubtedly those surveys have been submitted to the Presi-
dent and the President is acting on them.

In the field of human relief the President stands out pre-
eminently above not only any person in the United States
but above any person in the world, and naturally I have a
great deal of respect for and confidence in the President’s
judgment in matters of that kind. I believe most Members
of Congress feel the same as I do on this subject.

Mr. McKEOWN. The gentleman knows that the Presi-
dent has just issued a statement to the press in connection
with that matter?

Mr. RAMSEYER. No; I do not know that.

Mr. McKEOWN. He just issued a statement giving his
position.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I have not seen the statement and
therefore could not intelligently discuss the contents of the
statement with the gentleman. If the gentleman will kindly
excuse me, I will now undertake to make some observations
in regard to the rules of the House.

CHANGES IN HOUSE RULES

I shall now make some observations on fthe rules of the
House. For four years I was a member of the Rules Com-
mittee. Under the Republican conference rules when I be-
came a member of the Ways and Means Committee I had
to resign from the Committee on Rules. A majority of
the House of Representatives of course has the right to
adopt any rules governing the proceedings of this body. It
is quite generally conceded that in the first session of the
next Congress, after the Speaker is elected and the organ-
ization of the House completed, full opportunity will be
afforded to all Members of the House to present amend-
ments or changes to the existing rules of the House. My
advice to those who favor changes in the rules of the House
is to first familiarize themselves with the existing rules,
study the history of the rules, the reasons for the different
rules, then be sure that the changes proposed will expedite
orderly legislation and not retard it.

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has proposed a
few changes in the rules which he thinks are of great im-
portance. He just got through presenting another argu-
ment in support of his position. In the speech he just made
he insists, as he has in other speeches, that he is always fair,
but to be frank I must state that I do not think that those
who listen to him always get that impression. Before I go
farther I want it to be clearly understood that there are
places, in my judgment, where the rules of the House should
be changed. The rule that has been most in controversy
during the last 20 years is the rule gmpowering the House
to discharge a committee from further consideration of a
bill and thereby force the bill out of the hands of the com-
mittee into the House for consideration. Such a rule was
first adopted by the Democrats in 1911,

That rule never did work and according to the opinion of
some was probably so drawn that it would not work. This
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.rule continued a part of the rules of the House until 1924,
when a more liberal discharge rule was adopted. When this
matter was up for consideration before the House of Repre-
sentatives in January, 1924, I presented a rule to discharge
committees which I regarded as the most liberal discharge
rule ever offered. The conservatives of the House on both
sides were opposed to it because it would work. The radicals
on both sides were opposed to it either because they were
committed to their own particular plan or because they did
not comprehend the liberality of my proposal.

You can find the rule that I proposed in the CoNGrEs-
stoNAL Recorp for January 18, 1924, page 1122, Following
my proposal is the debate that followed the presentation of
my amendment to the rules.

The gentleman from Georgia in presenting the two
changes to the rules makes a scathing denunciation of all
the rules of the House. In reading his radio speech, which
was printed in the Recorp of Monday, January 26, one gets
the impression, and I am sure the people who heard him
over the radio got the impression, that the iniquity of the
present rules of the House, from the standpoint of the gen-
tleman from Georgia, is something of recent origin. The
denunciation is not against a few rules that need amend-
ment but against the “ present gag system,” thereby de-
nouncing the whole system of rules. At another place he
condemns all the rules of the House by referring to them
as “our archaic rules.” When he is pinned down he admits
that there are only a few rules in his opinion that need
changes, and that if his two suggested changes were adopted
the whole system of rules would be transformed from archaic
to modern. But that is not what he conveyed to his radio
audience. -

Permit me to state that after considerable study of the
history of the procedure and rules of the House and being
familiar with the rules that were in force when the Demo-
crats were in power and the rules that have been in opera-
tion since the Republicans have been in power, that the rules
of the House to-day are more liberal than they were during
the eight years of Democratic control, from 1911 to 1919.
[Applause.]

The gentleman from Georgia called attention to a col-
loquy between Mr, CampBELL, chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee in 1922, and other Members of the House concerning
the practice of the chairman of the Rules Committee car-
rying rules in his pocket and refusing to present them to
the House. During the four years I was in the House of
Representatives when the Democrats were in control, the
chairman of the Rules Committee could do and did do fre-
quently that very thing. When the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SNeLL] became chairman of the Rules Committee,
one of the first reforms he inaugurated was to do away with
the pocketing of the rules by the chairman of the Rules
Committee. Under the present rules, a rule reported out by
the Rules Committee must go on the House Calendar and
can not be called up the same day it is reported except under
suspension of the rules. Furthermore, the rules of the House
were further amended and liberalized so that if the chair-
man of the Rules Committee fails to call up the rule on
the House Calendar within a reasonable time, the majority
of the Rules Committee can direct another member of the
Rules Committee to call up such a rule. All of this liberal-
ization was brought about by the Republicans since they
came into power. Placing a reported rule on the House Cal-
endar before it can be called up gives all Members of the
House an opportunity to become familiar with the rule
before it is called up for consideration. Certainly these
changes governing the Rules Committee are a great im-
provement and advance over the system which was in vogue
when the House was in the control of the Democratic Party,

I do not know of a single rule that we operate under now
that is less liberal than when the Democrats were in control.
The rule for consent Mondays, the Calendar Wednesday rule,
and the rule taking from the Speaker the power to appoint
committees and to be chairman of the Rules Committee
were all adopted before the Democrats came into power in
the spring of 1911,
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Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I yield. -

Mr. CRISP. I am sure the gentleman wants to be correct..
The first time this House ever elected the committees and
the committees were not appointed by the Speaker was
when Mr, Clark was Speaker and the Democrats in power.

Mr, RAMSEYER. The gentleman knows that it was in
March, 1910, that the fight was made by Mr. Norris, of
Nebraska, to change the rules so as to deprive the Speaker
of the power to appoint the committees of the House and
to be chairman of the Rules Commitiee. Why does the
gentleman want to give the impression that that rule was
changed after the Democrats came into power, and no one
could draw any other inference from the statement the
gentleman just made?

Mr. CRISP. I repeat that the first time the House ever
elected its committees was under the Clark administration.

Mr. RAMSEYER. But it was under a rule adopted under
a Republican administration.

Mr. CRISP. Oh, my friend forgets that the Constitution
of the United States says that each Congress shall adopf
its own rules, and the Democrats in that Congress adopted
their rules, and that was the first time committees were
ever elected in that way.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes; that is one time the Democrats
showed some sense in following the Republicans in adopting
the Republican rules of a previous Congress. [Applause.]

Mr. CRISP. May I ask the gentleman another question?
I do not want to inconvenience the gentleman.

Mr. RAMSEYER. If it is on the point I am discussing, I
shall be pleased to yield.

Mr. CRISP. It is right on the point the gentleman is
discussing. The gentleman said the rules are more liberal,
now than they were when the Democrats were in power.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I stated that I did not know of a rule’
that we have now that is less liberal than it was when the
Democrats were in power. But go ahead; I probably stated
it both ways.

Mr. CRISP. I may have misunderstood the gentleman,
but I thought he said they are more liberal now. There
are two changes only, and one is that a bill on the Consent
Calendar requires three objections when it is called the
second time, and the other is the rule requiring reports of
the Committee on Rules to go on the calendar. Can my
friend name a single other change?

Mr. RAMSEYER. That was accomplished in six years.,
Can my friend from Georgia point out like progress that the
Democrats made in the eight years they were in power?
[Applause.]

Mr. CRISP. I can. \

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman can not. I know what!
the rules of the House were when I first came here as a.
Member and what they are now. Let us be fair about it.

Now, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise]l made a
speech over the radio on Saturday night a week ago, and I
presume he intended to be fair. I read that speech Tuesday'
morning after it was printed in the Recorp. I want to be
fair with the gentleman from Georgia, but I also want to be
frank with Members of the House. After reading that
speech carefully I came to the conclusion that the speech,
was unfair and inaccurate throughout.

I am going to read one of the least offending of his state-;
ments which is in the third from the last paragraph:

“Under the present code of rules "—mind you, code of
rules. That means all the rules, not two or three. There,
are 43 House rules and the forty-third rule says:

The rules of parliamentary practice comprised in Jefferson's
Manual shall govern the House In all cases to which they are
applicable, and in which they are not inconsistent with the
standing rules and orders of the House and joint rules of tha,
Senate and House of Representatives.

There are 53 sections in Jefferson’s Manual and most sec-
tions have a number of paragraphs.

Now, the fair thing to do when you indict the rules of the
House, if you do not mean to change every rule of tho
House, is to go through them and point out which ones of
the 43 rules of the House should be changed and which ones.
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of the 53 sections of Jefferson’s Manual should be changed.
It is not fair to get up here, or before a microphone, and
speak of a gag system and the archaic rules of the House if
you can only find fault with two or three rules. The only in-
ference that people over the radio, who do not understand
the rules of the House, can possibly get from the gentle-
man’s radio speech is that every rule from the first to the
last should be condemned. If you want to be fair, why not

.state that rule so-and-so should be changed and that the
-rule for the discharge of committees should be changed, but

the other rules, on the whole, have worked well and are
good, and that you are not seeking any change in them, and
that, in fact, they are rules that both Democrats and Repub-
licans have worked under, and no considerable number on
either side is seeking any change in them.

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes; certainly.

Mr. CRISP. Istatedexprmlymthatradlospeech,in

- the last paragraph, that I thought the rules of the House as
‘a whole were good, that they had to be construed as a whole,

and if there were any weakness in them the whole code fell.
I said in that address that with the changes I proposed, and
there were only three or four that I discussed, I thought it

“would be a good code of rules for the House. This state-
.ment is in that radio address.

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman at the end of his

' speech does make a guarded statement on that, but all the

way through his speech he condemned the system—all the
rules—so that people listening could not get any other im-
pression than that the rules of the House from beginning to
end were bad and designed to block legmiation. [Applause.]
I started to read:
Under our present code of rules—

Code of rules, mind you—

Under our present code of rules the Rules Committee is in
supreme control, the dictator as to what measures the House shall
be permitted to consider.

Now, if that is a correct and true statement, then you
could not get anything through the House unless the Rules
Committee first gave its consent. I called up the Clerk of
the House on Tuesday morning, which was the same morn-
ing I read this speech, and I asked him how many public
bills and resolutions had passed this Congress.

Here they are, Public laws, 546; public resolutions, 106;

private laws and resolutions, 281; making a total of 927.
It is not disputed that the Rules Committee in all this time
only reported out 22 rules to aid legislation. So you sub-
tract 22 from the number I gave you and you will see that
all the rest, the great mass of legislation, passed this House
under the general rules of the House without the aid or ad-
vice or consent of the Rules Committee. I repeat, the speech
throughout is unfair and inaccurate.
. Now, the gentleman from Georgia—mind you, he is talk-
ing to a radio audience, and not one in a thousand listening
knows anything about the rules of the House of Repre-
sentatives—he starts that speech by saying, “ Under our
archaic rules the House ceases to be a legislative body.”

When, I ask him, was the House a representative body, if
we now have rules at least as liberal as we ever had in the
history of the country? :

Archaic means ancient. In the sense of being ancient the
Ten Commandments are archaic and so the Constitution
of the United States is more ancient than the rules of the
House. Archaic may also mean antiquated or obsolescent.
Now, if the gentleman had said obsolescent or antiquated,
then he would have probably said what he wanted the
country to understand him to say about the House rules.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the genlleman from Iowa
has expired.

Mr. HOLADAY. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes more.

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman from Georgia states the
House no longer represents the people back home. I have
already demonstrated that the present House rules are more
liberal than any rules the House has ever had. Now, under-

‘stand me, that does not argue that the House rules can not
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be improved or should not be improved. In my opinion they
can and should be improved. Because the House rules can
and should be improved in a few respects does not justify
any gentleman in making a sweeping denunciation of all the
rules. There are no rules governing any legislative body or
any deliberative body that do not limit the freedom of Mem-
bers to offer amendments and talk as and when they please.
Rules are adopted to preserve the rights equally of all Mem-
bers and to carry forward the purposes of the legislative
organization. The purpose of a legislative assembly is legis-
lation for the welfare of the people. Is there any Member
of the House who wants to abolish the 5-minute rule in the
Committee of the Whole, the hour rule of debate in the
House, the rule for the suspension of rules, the rule for the
previous question, the rule of germaneness in offering amend-
ments, and other rules that are familiar to the Members?
All these rules limit the freedom of Members. All these
rules could be denounced as gag rules. In considering
changes in the rules of the House, Members should be gov-
erned by this wise saying of Holy Writ: “ Prove all things;
hold fast that which is good.”

I wish I had time to go through the whole radio speech of
the gentleman from Georgia and point out its many incon-
sistencies, inaccuracies, and its unfairness. He denounces
the Speaker, the floor leader, and the chairman of the Rules
Committee. But I do not care to give heed to what he says
about these gentlemen.

He refers in his speech to the passage of the Smoot-
Hawley tariff bill. In my speech of March 24, 1930, on
the politics of tariff making, I pointed out the shortcom-
ings of the practices of both political parties in framing and
passing tariff bills, I gave the facts. I did not condemn
the Democratic practice and by inference try to convey to
the country that the Republican practice was perfect. The
practice of neither party in considering and passing fariff
legislation has anything on the other. The gentleman from
Georgia refers to the fact that on the conference report of
the last tariff bill the House was limited to votes on seven
amendments. I assert that when the conference report on
the Underwood tariff bill was before the House of Repre-
sentatives the membership of this House then did not have
a separate vote on any amendment.

Mr. CRISP. When we considered the Underwood bill the
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Mann, offered 140 amendments
to that bill.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Gentlemen, listen. The gentleman
from Georgia was present when I delivered my speech on
the politics of tariff making and heard me say, and every-
body here knows, that the Democratic Party caucus on the
Underwood tariff bill had bound every Democratic Repre-
sentative to vote against every amendment offered from the
Republican side, whether it was a good amendment or not.

Now, everybody knows when the last tariff bill was up it
was considered under a rule limiting the offering of amend-
ments to the Committee on Ways and Means. Now, frankly,
I think that limits the Members too much. That method,
however, had the approval of the Republicans of the House,
with few exceptions. The Democratic method permitted Re-
publicans more freedom in offering amendments but abso-
lutely bound Democrats to vote against such amendments,
whether right or wrong. I think that the Democratic prac-
tice is more unconscionable and more to be condemned and
less frank and open than the practice of the Republicans.
[Applause.]

The gentleman in his radio speech and other speeches
that he has made on the subject seems to be unconscious
that he or his party have now or ever have had any short-
comings. In his radio speech, in his speech here to-day,
and in the inquiries he has addressed to me the only infer-
ence you can get from those inquiries and his speeches is
that the Democratic Party never committed a wrong.

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes.

Mr. CRISP. Of course, I admit that the Democrats have
made mistakes.
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Mr. RAMSEYER. This is the first time I ever heard the
gentleman admit it.

Mr. CRISP. Then the gentleman did not want to hear
it. I said I favor this rule whether my party does or not.
Answering the gentleman’s suggestion about the caucus of
my party, I have no objection to a party in conference or
caucus agreeing to stand to a certain position and present-
ing its position to the country and letting the country pass
upon it, weigh it, and if it does not approve it, condemn
it. The minority does have the right and should have the
right to offer amendments and present its case to the coun-
try; and under the Democratic consideration of the Under-
wood tariff bill that right was given the minority.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes; and that was a farce, and the
gentleman knows it; and while the method that we Re-
publicans pursued may not be entitled to a great deal of
praise, at least it was not farcical and hypocritical.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes.

Mr. MAPES. In other words, the Democratic system is
to have a secret caucus and to proceed in a secret way,
while the Republicans act in the open.

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is another way to put it. And
so all the way through. No one can read this radio speech
without reluctantly coming to the conclusion that it is
saturated from beginning to end with partisan bias.
" Remember, I am not against changes of the rules, but I do
object to a gentleman getting up here day after day and
getting out on the radio and conveying the impression to
the country that he is the simon-pure representative of an
absolutely simon-pure party, while the other fellows are
responsible for all legislative shortcomings. That is the
conclusion that it was intended to convey to the radio
listeners who are unfamiliar with the rules of the House.

Let us get now to this discharge rule. Of course, the
Democratic discharge rule, and I think the gentleman from
Georgia has already admitted that, was the only innovation
that the Democrats made to the rules when they came into
power in 1911. I think they did change the Calendar
Wednesday rule a little bit.

Mr. CRISP. And, if the gentleman will permit, I am not
sure about this, but I think they established the Consent
Calendar, to take away from the Speaker the right to
exercise his discretion in recognizing for unanimous con-
sent, but I am not sure about that.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I am sure about that, and the gentle-
man is wrong. Consent Calendar and Calendar Wednes-
day were recognized and established by change in the rules
in 1909. He admits that when the Democrats came into
power they found such perfect Republican rules that they
could only change them in one little detail, by a minor
amendment fo the Calendar Wednesday rule, and they added
a discharge rule that never worked and never was intended to
work, and at a time when the gentleman from Georgia was
the parliamentary clerk of the House. Is it not a proper
inference that he himself wrote the rule, and that he him-
self knew exactly what he was doing when he wrote the
rule, and that he knew that it would never operate?

Mr. CRISP. May I just answer that and say that I had
nothing to do with the preparation of the rule?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa
has expired.

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes addi-
tional.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Then the gentleman from Georgia
was not shown as much confidence and courtesy as we show
our present parliamentary clerk, because I know we would
not attempt an important change in the rules without con-
sulting our present parliamentary clerk. When the Repub-
licans came into power in 1919 they held onto the discharge
ru.lekof the Democrats—this iniguitous rule that would not
WOrk.

In 1923, in December, we decided to liberalize the discharge
rule, and we debated for a week upon the question in Janu-
ary, 1924. Remember, we had about the same rules then as
we have now. * The rules were thrown wide open for amend-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

A ) e B e g LTS (e e iR e

3901

ment. The practice is—and this practice prevailed in the
last 20 years save once under the Republicans in December,
1923—for the chairman of the Committee on Rules at the
beginning of a new Congress to get up and move that the
rules of the last Congress be made the rules of the coming
Congress, and then the previous question is moved. That
is exactly what the Democrats did each time they were in
power. The Democrats carried the previous question and
put over the rules. The Republicans have done exactly the
same thing when they have been in power, except in 1923,
when it was agreed after the organization was perfected that
time should be given later to a consideration of amendments
to the rules. I think we adopted the rules temporarily, and
then in January, 1924, the rules were thrown open for
amendment, and we debated the matter here for a number of
days. The only thing that came out of that was a new dis-
charge rule. It was only put into operation once, and that
was on the Howell-Barkley bill, during the short session of
Congress. Let me call to your attention a little of the his-
tory of the Howell-Barkley bill controversy. The railroad
labor men came to Washington at the beginning of that
short session of Congress. That bill was introduced and re-
ferred to the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. The committee was busy with the consideration
of other bills and did not get around to considering the
Howell-Barkley bill. This new discharge rule was invoked.
The bill was called from the committee. The gentleman
from Georgia says that you could not get 100 men to sign a
petition until the committee was given an opportunity to con-
sider it. IthinkIam correct when I state that the Interstate
and Foreign Commerce Committee did not have time to con-
sider the Howell-Barkley bill when a petition to discharge
the committee was signed by 150 Members of the House.
The motion to discharge the committee was considered for
several Mondays and by vote of the House the committee
was finally discharged but no further action was taken
thereon. Now, then, what happened? In the next Congress
the railroad employees and the railroad managers got to-
gether and agreed on a bill. That bill passed the House and
Senate almost unanimously and was signed by the President.
That bill was satisfactory all around to the employees, to
the managers, and to the public. The blocking of the
Howell-Barkley bill at the short session of Congress gave
opportunity for full consideration of the proposal and time
to permit the two groups, the employees on the one hand
and the managers on the other, to get together and agree on
ligislatlon that was of mutual interest and benefit to both
sides.

Mr. Richberg, an attorney of Chicago, representing the
labor men, sat down with the men, the managers, and the
committee, and probably had more to do with writing or
rewriting that bill than any other one person. Mr. Winslow,
the chairman of the committee, who fought the move to
discharge his committee from consideration of the bill, is
now chairman of the Mediation Board and giving all-around
satisfaction as a member of that board to railway employees,
railway managers, and the public. The way this whole dis-
pute was finally seftled with satisfaction to all justified the
fight made at the time against discharging the committee
from further consideration of the bill.

It frequently is the part of wisdom when new and uncon-
sidered legislation is urged, to stop, look, and listen, rather
than to rush in and accept ill-considered legislation that has
not been fully and carefully gone over and considered by the
groups vitally interested therein and by the public, which
has concern in all legislation.

Now, before I close, I want to admonish all Members of
the House to familiarize themselves with the rules of the
House; to get at the reasons for the rules and how the rules
were evolved. If after becoming familiar with them you are
convinced that changes should be made therein, then at the
next session of Congress feel perfectly free to offer your
amendments and suggestions. I am sure that every Member
of the House will be glad to listen to what you have to offer.

Remember this, that the rules of the House are a means
to an end. The rules furnish an orderly means to bring
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about necessary and just legislation. The rules of the House
are the vehicle on which to carry legislative proposals for
careful consideration through committees and through the
House.

Another way to judge the rules of the House is to look
back over a period of, let us say 10 years, and count the
worth-while legislative proposals that were unduly retarded
or blocked either under the general rules of the House or
by action or nonaction of the Committee on Rules. Since
the World War what legislative proposals sponsored by the
farm organizations of the country failed to get considera-
tion in the House of Representatives? What legislative pro-
posals sponsored by the labor organizations of the country
failed to get consideration in the House of Representatitves?
The same question can be asked of legislative proposals
sponsored by the veterans’ organizations. If you are un-
certain as to the answers, then consult members of com-
mittees who have in charge the consideration of legislative
proposals affecting farmers, laborers, and veterans. I know
during the four years I was a member of the Rules Com-
mittee every request for a special rule by the committees of
the House was always given careful and sympathetic con-
sideration by the Rules Committee. Undoubtfedly that is
still the practice of the Rules Committee.

More important than suggestions for amendments to the
rules of the House are remedies to apply to the economic
and social conditions of the country. It is more important
that you study out remedies for the economic ills of the
country than it is that you bring about some changes in
the rules of the procedure in the House of Representatives.
It is better to consider legislation a year longer and get good
legislation than it is to get hasty legislation that may turn
out to be bad legislation.

As an aid to the newer Members to get an understanding
of the history and procedure of the House of Representatives,
and which will give you a better understanding of the reasons
underlying the present rules of the House, I am going to
recommend to you a book entitled “ History and Procedure
of the House of Representatives,” by De Alya Stanwood
Alexander. This book came out in 1916. The author had
been a former Member of the House of Representatives. I
read this book soon after it came off the press. It gave me
a better understanding of the procedure and rules of the
House. This book can be gotten from the Library of Con-
gress.

I do not want to dampen any Member’s. enthusiasm to
bring about changes in the rules. I merely am attempting
to caution you to study the rules, so you will clearly under-
stand the effect of the changes that you or some other Mem-
ber may propose. After you have studied the rules and
formed a mature judgment as to what changes you want,
then it is not only your right but your duty to get up on the
floor of this House and advocate your proposals with intelli-
gence and courage.

Of course, I do not object to the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Crisr] advocating his changes. He has a perfect right
to do so. The fault I find with the gentleman from Georgia
is that, in my way of looking at it, he does not present the
situation that confronts this House fairly, That radio
speech of his—and I am not charging any deliberate intent
to do so, but I think that the inference which the people of
the country naturally get from that radio speech is that all
the rules of the House, including Jefferson’s Manual, should
be consigned to the scrap heap.

I do not believe that there is a single Member of this
House who will study the rules and study them carefully and
understandingly but what will come to the conclusion that
there are only a very few places in the 43 rules of the House
and the 53 sections of Jefferson’s Manual that should be
changed in the next Congress. In the next Congress you
will have the opportunity to propose amendments and a
majority of the House, irrespective of party, is going to
determine what each one of the rules shall be. I do not
know of a single Member of the House who is not reconciled
to the idea that those who want changes in the rules of the
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House shall have every possible opportunity, after the elec-
tion of the Speaker and before the House begins seriously to
transact business, to offer amendments to any rule of the
House, including the rules of Jefferson’s Manual. [Ap-
plause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. RamsevEr] has expired.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, under leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, I submit for printing in the Recorp,
first, the entire paragraph from the History of the United
States from the Compromise of 1850, by J. F. Rhodes, vol-
ume 5, pages 137-138, from which I quoted two sentences in
my speech, as follows:

Friday, April 14, Lincoln held his last Cabinet meeting. Gen-
eral Grant was present and said that he was anxious in his
continual expectation of hearing from Sherman. The President
replied, “I have no doubt that favorable news will soon come,
for I had last night my usual dream which has preceded nearly
every important event of the war, I seemed to be in a singular
and indescribable vessel, but always the same, and to be moving
with great rapidity toward a dark and indefinite shore.” Matters
of routine were disposed of and then the subject of reconstruction
was taken up. After some discussion the President said, “I think
it providential that this great rebellion is crushed just as Con-
gress has adjourned, and there are none of the disturbing ele-
ments of that body to hinder and embarrass us. If we are wise
and discreet, we shall reanimate the States and get their govern-
ments in successful operation, with order prevailing and the
Union reestablished before Congress comes together in Decem-
ber. * * * T hope there will be no persecution, no bloody
work after the war is over. No one need expect me to take any
part in hanging or killing those men, even the worst of them.
Frighten them out of the country, open the gates, let down the
bars, scare them off [throwing up his hands as if scaring sheep].
Enough lives have been sacrificed. We must our re-
sentments if we expect harmony and union. There is too much
of a desire on the part of some of our very good friends to be
masters, to interfere with and dictate to those States, to treat
the people not as fellow citizens; there Is too little respect for
their rights. I do not sympathize in these feelings.”” He then
spoke of the Louislana government, joined in the discussion re-
garding the status of Virginia, and said at the close of the meet-
ing: Reconstruction “is the great question pending, and we must
now begin to act in the interest of peace.” Stanton gave two
accounts of this council. “Af a Cabinet meeting yesterday,” he
wrote at half past 1 in the morning of April 15, * the President
was very cheerful and hopeful; spoke very kindly of General Lee
and others of the Confederacy and the establishment of govern-
ment in Virginia.” At 11.40 the same morning he said in a let-
ter to Adams: * The President was more cheerful and happy than
I had ever seen [him], rejoiced at the near prospect of firm and
durable peace at home and abroad, manifested in marked degree
the kindness and humanity of his disposition and the tender and
forgiving spirit that so eminently distinguished him.”

Second, the entire article from the American Farm Bu-
reau weekly news letter headed “Extra Session Not Seen
Necessary for Farmers,” as follows:

EXTRA SESSION NOT SEEN NECESSARY FOR FARMERS

Farmers are not expecting
lowing March 4, 1931. Much of the legislation in which they are
interested at Washington classifies as unfinished business, and

if In the ensuing two months Congress works with that speed
which may be expected of it and which it usually manifests, they

will have secured the final enactment of all, or at least most, of

the bills in which agriculture is interested.

Unfinished business at Washington upon which the American

Farm Bureau Federation is working consists of the following
projects, all of which in some form or another have been before
Congress long enough to permit expeditious handling this winter
without being accused of enacting legislation carelessly.

1. Regulation of grain exchanges by amending the grain futures
act, as proposed in the Capper-Dickinson measure, This bill
seeks to give the Secretary more power over the rules and regula-
tions of the exchanges; to limit short selling; and to license mem-
bers of exchanges. These features might well be made applicable
over cotton also. This subject has been before Con-
gress in one form or another for years and should be finished
before March 4.

2. The crop Insurance bill, McNary-Hope, to investigate all
phases of crop insurance, having passed the Senate can easily
pass the House this winter.

3. The establishment of engineering experiment stations in
connection with our State land-grant institutions in a way similar
to that under which the agricultural experiment stations were
set up years ago, as provided in the McNary-Haugen measure, can
be disposed of this winter since it has already been reported to
the House.

4. More funds for agricultural extenslon work, both of the
emergency and of the regular classifications, as contained in the

an extra sesslon to be necessary fol-.
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Robinson-Garber bills for emergency and the Capper-Eetcham
bills for permanent funds, should be disposed of. This work needs
to be planned in counties in periods of from three to five years
into the future rather than from hand to mouth methods as is
now too much the case. Hence the need for more funds.

5. Farm wastes and industrial outlets for farm crops being a
major resolution of the last annual meeting of the A. F. B. F.
We are justified in expecting the farm waste research laboratory
bill of Congressman DickinsoN to be enacted Into law this
winter. We must find more ways of getting rid of farm crops
than feeding them merely to the animal and human stomachs.

6. Elimination of the six months’ maturity minimum on farm
loans and limiting assessments on farm land banks by the Federal
Farm Loan Board to those amounts needed only to cover expense
of examination, both having passed the Senate and reporfed to
the House, can be rushed to final passage during the winter weeks,

7. The Farm Bureau having stood for years for the establish-
ment of grades and standards for all farm crops, and the Depart-
ment of Agriculture with the support of Congress having author-
ized by legislation such grades and standards, altogether constitute
a force which indicates that the bill of Congressman JoNEs to
establish grades and standards for cottonseed will be enacted this
winter. !

8. Owing to the rapid formulation of a national forestry pro-
gram, it seems logical to expect that such a measure as that by
Congressman ENGLEBRIGHT, to protect more adequately our forests
from fires by bullding forest roads and trails, will be enacted
this winter.

9. The Farm Bureau's first pronouncement in favor of elimi-
nating the so-called lame-duck session was made perhaps six years
ago. That position has not been , 50 we shall continue
our endeavors to have passed the Norris resolution or any other
appropriate legislation which seeks to change the Constitution
by setting a different date for the inauguration of the President
and the convening of Congress.

10. The bill by Senator JowEs, authorizing Federal aid to assist
States in promoting education relative to the welfare of mothers
and infants, having already been reported to the BSenate, and
being under privileged status on the Senate Calendar,
the expectation that it will be enacted into law before the short
session adjourns on March 4.

11. Now that the Farm Bureau has authorized its board of
directors to set up a committee truly representative of agriculture,
authorized to develop and organize a corporation for the purpose
of leasing and operating Muscle Shoals on a cooperative basis,
the pending Muscle Shoals legislation is expected to resolve itself
by compromise into such form as will permit the Farm Bureau
to submit its proposal to some sort of commission set up to re-
ceive new bids. If the present situation on Capitol Hill results
in disagreement, then, course, the only alternative left Is for
the Farm Bureau to present its plan in a new and separate bill.
It is hoped that the pending House and Senate bills can be
so that the Farm Bureau can present its plan under the terms of
the compromise measure.

12. The Hawes-Cufting bill, providing for Phillppine independ-
ence after an election has been held upon that subject by the
qualified electors of the island, and providing also that by gradual
processes throughout a 5 or a 10 year period the political bonds
which bind the islands to our Nation will be gradually removed,
having been reported to the Senate from the appropriate com-
mittee, is expected to move forward this winter. In each of the
last two annual meetings the Farm Bureau has stated its position
to be in favor of Philippine independence, not alone for the good
of the American farmers but more for the good of the Philippine
people themselves.

13. The plan of eradicating or controlling predatory animals
and rodents, as outlined in the 10-year program of the United
Btates Department of Agriculture and as contained in the Nor-
beck-Leavitt bills, can easily be d of this winter.

14. Elementary education being the foundation of our entire
educational plans, and local taxation having been discovered to
be inadequate properly to sustain the type of elementary educa-
tion needed, makes opportune the authorization by the Federal
Government of an appropriation to assist the States in the main-
tenance of elementary schools. This project is contained in the
Nye-Brand bills.

15. The name “ Farm Bureau ” having become nation-wide and
of commercial significance, should be along with other organiza-
tion names permitted to be protected as proposed in the Vestal
bill which has already passed the House and can easily be passed
by the Senate before the March adjournment.

16. The bill by Senator GLENN, a8 amended by the House Com-
mittee on Irrigation, to permit refinancing of drainage and irriga-
tion districts under more equitable and modern conditions, having

the Senate in one form and having been reported from the
House committee in a slightly different form, under all reasonable
expectations can be disposed of by the House, and through the
conference committee, before final adjournment.

None of these bills will bring in the agricultural millennium as
each one is more of a minor than a major legislation project.
However, altogether they constitute a rather large legislative
program which when enacted will be beneficial to agriculture.

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend the remarks I made on the floor of the
House to-day.
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to revise and extend the remarks I made and to include
the printing of some reference that I read.

The CHATIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Pargs].

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Chairman, for more than an hour we
have patiently listened to a very learned discussion of the
rules of this House. I confess to you that in 16 years of
service in legislative bodies I come here now and say that I
know very little parliamentary law. But a long time ago, at
the bended knee of a Christian mother I learned a law that
if it were practiced here day by day would make unneces-
sary a discussion of the rules of this House. That was that
beautiful golden rule, “ Do unto others; do unto others.”

I come now not in anger but in great sadness, and ap-
proach you to-day as humble as one man ever approached
another., I come to talk about a matter of importance.
Deeply I regret that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CramtoNn], after 18 years of service, should have shown the
spirit he showed to-day. After deliberation and thought he
will regret what he said. It is to be regretted that the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, one of the leaders of this House,
who stands high in the councils of his party, would have so
forgotten himself as to say what he said to me.

May I come to you to talk as one man to another; as
one neighbor to another? The men who sit on the Republi-
can side of the aisle do not know what is going on in this
country.

You men who sit over there have no harder hearts than the
men who sit about me, but you do not know. If you gen-
tlemen understood the facts as I know them you would want
to give relief to people who are starving as quickly as I would
want to give them relief. May I come to you with a break-
ing heart and an humble spirit and tell you that by your
votes you sent 500,000 people to bed the other night without
food, and yet this is a civilized country, this is a Christian
Nation, this is a place where we talk about the brotherhood
and fellowship of man and the love of God?

I see the distinguished gentleman from New Jersey who
everybody respects and regards [Mr. Forrl. He went into
my State and plucked one of its choicest flowers and carried
away one who was as beautiful, as pure and sweet as a dew-
drop in the heart of a June rose, yet by his speech the
other day he sent 100,000 babies in Arkansas to bed without
food. Not because he did not care, but it was because he
did not know. That is why he did i%

Ah, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Reep] delivered
a speech here the other day and after he had finished the
entire membership on that side of the aisle stood and
cheered him, and by that speech he sent many of the babies
of my State to hang on famished breasts and slowly die of
starvation. What did he do? He said that if the House
took the action which I say it should take the greafest
mother in all the world would be assassinated, the Red
Cross. I deny it. I will fell him that the greatest mother
in all the world was the one who went into the * valley of
the shadow of death” and suffered the tortures of the
damned to give him and me our existence. Yet by his vote
he sent thousands of people in my State to bed the other
night without food. '

Mr. HOLADAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PAREKS. I yield.

Mr. HOLADAY. I would like to know what, if anything,
the State government has done or is proposing to do for
the relief of the citizens of Arkansas?

Mr. PARKS. I will be delighted to tell the gentleman.
The House of Representatives in the State of Arkansas,
which is now in session, has passed a bill to provide for a
bond issue of $15,000,000. It may pass the Senate, but they
could not sell the bonds to save their lives. My God, do
you think I would stand here and appeal to you for 500,000
people if we could feed them?




3904

Mr. HOLADAY. Does the gentleman apprehend that the

' Senate will pass the bill?
- Mr. PARKS. Probably.

Mr. HOLADAY, But the gentleman is of the opinion that
'the State bonds will not be marketable?

Mr. PARKS. Oh, no. Your Liberty bonds under this ad-
!ministration have gone down day by day. You can scarcely
1sell a Government bond at this time. These people are as
.brave and honorable and chivalrous as any that ever walked
i the earth, It is not their fault they are starving.

Let me show you another thing. The gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr, Treapway] came into this House in

1914, in July, after disaster had come to the city of Salem,
Mass., and asked for $200,000 for those people—probably for
150,000 people. Every man save one from my State rose and
‘voted to go into the Public Treasury and give to his people
‘the money which they needed to save them from distress.

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman
. yield?

Mr. PAREKS. Yes.

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Let me state to the
gentleman that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
TrEapway] does not speak for the people of Massachusetts.
[Applause.]

Mr. PARKS. Ah, if the people of Massachusetts could
speak to-day across the hills and hollows, they would say,
“ We will meet you in a common brotherhood; we will do for
you what you did for us.” [Applause.] When disaster comes
my people know neither East nor West nor South nor North.
They would have contempt for me if I did not vote to relieve
suffering in New York or Massachusetts as quickly as I would
in Arkansas.

Oh, I want to tell the distinguished floor leader, the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. TiLsox], who has always been
courteous to me, when the war drums throbbed on every
hilltop and in every valley in this Nation, when the earth
trembled under the marching tread of the men in the blue
and the men in the gray, his father and mine donned the
same uniform, wore the same color, and marched away to
do their bit in the red welter of war, and they came home
after the war and were just as loyal to that flag yonder as
any man on this earth, Yet he, knowing the desolation and
the destitution of my State and my people, made a speech
that ought to waken him in the night with remorse.

Oh, men, I wish you could know the story I am telling you.
Five hundred thousand noble people destitute and starving!
Do you know what the Red Cross is doing? It is giving a
family of five people $10 a month. Oh, I wish I had the
power to-day to send out through this land a ringing call
that would arouse people. What did your President say an
hour ago? “If the Red Cross will acknowledge "—this is
not his exact language—* If the Red Cross will admit they
can not handle the situation, I will accept your bill.”

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. PARKS. Certainly.

Mr. SIMMONS. I was informed day before yesterday,
and I understand this is general throughout various parts
of the United States, that my home county of about 20,000
people, had sent 17 carloads of food and clothing into the
drought-stricken areas. Is this distribution in excess of or
is it included in the fotal allowance to each family?

Mr. PARKS. Oh, I imagine it is not included in the
money.

Mr, SIMMONS. Then it is true that in addition to what
the Red Cross is giving in dollars there are great quantities
of food and clothing going into that area for the relief of
the distressed people? .

Mr. PARKS. I have not a bit of doubt of it in the world.
Oh, I would hate to think that people, wherever they lived
in America, would not hear this call.

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand; but what I want to know
is this——

Mr. PARKS. I imagine that food is all that is included in
the $10. ;

Mr. SIMMONS. Then this $10 they are getfing is sup-
plemented by what they are getting from other sources. I-
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g:nt i:.hj.-s information, and I think. the House ought to
ve it.

Mr. PARES. I think the gentleman is right. I think the
contributions of charity are in excess of the $10; but it fails
to meet the real necessities by a great deal.

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PARKS. Yes, *

Mr. DAVIS. I may state that I know in sections of my
State the Red Cross will not presume to aid any citizens ex-
cept those who are without any resources or aid from any
other source whatever, and if they can get help from other
sources—landlords, relatives, or from the general public
or anywhere else—the Red Cross declines to help; and when
they do presume to help, when there are no other means
available, they get just what the gentleman from Arkansas
has said—the pitiable sum of $10 per month for a family of
five, with an allowance fo others in proportion.

Mr. SIMMONS. I would really like to get accurate infor-
mation about this matter.

Mr. PARKS. I am sure the gentleman does not know the
conditions, and I am sure from statements that have been
made on that side that you do not know what is happening.

Mr. SIMMONS. Just a minute. I would like to see if we
understand the matter, because I can not reconcile the gen-
tleman’s statement with the statement of the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. PARKS. I do not think there is any inconsistency in
the two statements.

Mr. SIMMONS. Let me finish my statement. My under-
standing from the gentleman’s answer is that the contribu-
tions of food and clothing that are being made from all over
the United States for the drought-stricken areas are in
addition to the aid being given by the Red Cross in dollars,
to which reference has been made. ‘The answer of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee would indicate that this is not so,
and I think we ought to know what is the fact.

Mr. PARKS. I think the gentleman misunderstands me
and misunderstands the gentleman from Tennessee. Here is
the situation. We can not keep track of the contributions
that are made. If you should to-day send a contribution of
clothing, like I know individuals have done from this city,
nobody can keep track of that, but the average family of five
are not drawing in rations from the Red Cross in excess of
$10 a month, and that is the maximum.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, PARKS. With pleasure.

Mr. BYRNS. It was festified before the committee the
other day by Mr. Evans, a representative of the Red Cross,
who has been in Arkansas for some time, that the total
amount that was given by the Red Cross in the counties to
which the gentleman refers is the amount stated by him.
Now, this is not given in money.

Mr. PARKS. No.

Mr. BYRNS. It is given in food of a value amounting to
the sum stated by the gentleman?

Mr, PARKS. Yes.

Mr. BYRNS. And that is all they get from the Red Cross?

Mr., PARKS. Yes, Now, will you gentlemen listen to
this statement from the Red Cross? I wired a gentleman
in one of the counties, one of the richest and most fertile
counties on the face of the earth, the county of my dis-
tinguished colleague, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
Driverl, and received this answer from one of the repre-
sentatives of the Red Cross:

Doctors advise more and greater variety of food is absolutely
necessary. The farm relief seed bill is a failure with us. The
livestock are starving. Our people favor the Robinson bill for
$25,000,000.

Men who were worth a fortune a year ago are to-day un-
able to buy the necessaries for their families. Milk cows are
being killed and eaten, although they are so poor that they
are unfit for food. I say this with humiliation.

Here is a letter from a former law partner of mine, R. L.
Searcy, a man whom I loved like David loved Jonathan or
Damon loved Pythias. He writes that in a town of 1,500
people and in a splendid school to which children came in
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from the country, it was discovered some of the children were
hiding away at lunch time. That was because they did not
have anything for their lunch. The ladies of the town im-
mediately provided these little children with food. The
pride and spirit of the children would not allow them to
take food as a matter of charity. One little angel said that
she did not mind going to bed without any supper as she
had had a fine lunch. In business there is competition and

strife: in society there is envy and jealousy, but in the realm |

of childhood there is sincerity and truth.

Mr. GOLDER. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr. PARKS. 1 yield.

Mr. GOLDER. Would the gentleman be in favor of a bill
authorizing the Government fo lend without interest a suffi-
cient sum to the various States to be repair by the States
when they could?

Mr. PARKS. They could not pay it.

Mr. GOLDER. Could not they pay it in the next 10 years
if they got the money without interest?

Mr. PARKS. Why should the State borrow the money?
Here is a list since 1803 where this Congress has relieved
the people when starving. My God, why are you not willing
to give the starving people this amount?

Mr. GOLDER. Irrespective of my desire, do I understand
that tke States would not accept a loan from the Govern-
ment, that loan to be repaid without interest?

Mr. DAVIS. If the gentleman from Arkansas will yield,
I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania why this
section now sadly stricken should be expected to borrow
money when time after time other sections of the country
have not been required to borrow money? [Applause.]

Mr. RAYBURN. Woffld Congress have the power tolend
this money without the legislature having an opportunity
to accepf it?

Mr. PARKS. No.

Mr. LANHAM. Was there any prerequisite made for the
contribution we made to Russia of $20,000,000?

Mr. PARKS. None whatever.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. If the gentleman from
Arkansas will permit I should like to add further, in this
connection, that when the present occupant of the White
House asked for $100,000,000 of Congress to feed the people
of Belgium there was no serious objection, as I recall, to
turning over public funds for the purpose of relieving suf-
fering humanity in foreign lands and no Member of Con-
gress on either side of this aisle, if I remember correctly,
ever suggested that Belgium, Russia, or any of the other
foreign governments should ever repay it. [Applause.]

Mr. PARKS. Let me read from a celebrated correspond-
ent, Mr. Fletcher Chinault, of the Arkansas Gazette, who is
in the center of this distress. He is among them. He hears
the cry of the wolf of want at their very door. He says:

It can not be possible for those who live in tall citles—

That does not apply to the gentleman who sits in the
Speaker’s chair, the gentleman from New York, Mr. La-
GuarpiA. He has a heart of gold, even if he lives in the
greatest city in the land. I have no prejudice against cities.
The people who live in the cities are like those who live in
the towns.

When Jesus Christ walked the highways and the lanes of
this earth, He never said a word about the salvation of your
soul until He first said, “ Feed the body.” Wherever He went
He said, “ Feed them.” The first miracle He performed was a
miracle to nourish the human body. And after He had car-
ried His cross up Calvary’'s Hill and paid the penalty for
mankind, and when He had risen and made His appearance
at the seashore, He said to the fishermen who were without
food, “ Cast your net on the other side,” and they did; and
then what was it He said when they came and asked Him
what shall be done?

When Simon Peter came and talked to Him, what did He
say? Did He say seek the salvation of your soul? That
was not what He said. No; He said, “ Lovest thou Me?”
And Simon Peter said, ““Lord, Thou knowest that I love
Thee.” “Then, feed My lambs; feed My lambs.” Then
Simon Peter came back. The Lord looked him in the eyes
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and said, “ Peter, lovest thou Me?” And he said, “ Lord
Thou knowest I love Thee.” And He said, “ Feed My sheep,
feed My sheep.” O men, with hearts in you, may I appeal
to you as Christ appealed to Peter? They are human be-
ings—feed my lambs.

Just one other word, and I am through. I could read you
hour after hour the testimony of the starving.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PARKS. Yes.

Mr. PALMER. From what source did the gentleman re-
ceive this information as to the destitute conditions in his
State?

Mr. PARKS. I received it from the principal citizens
whose telegrams I have put in the Recorp; and every morn-
ing in my office I receive it in every mail that comes, in
heart-breaking letters from individuals who tell me about
it; and I receive it from the Red Cross, and from every
county in my district, and many other counties throughout
the State.

Mr. PALMER. And the statements the gentleman makes
are authentic?

Mr. PARKS. Absolutely; and as I stand here in this
body and look my colleagues in the face I tell you on my
sacred word of honor that there are 500,000 people in a
horrible condition of starvation, in spite of what the Red
Cross is doing.

Mr. PALMER. In face of the gentleman’s statement, I
think that we should take some action.

Mr. PARKS, I thank the gentleman.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PARKS. Yes.

Mr. HUDSON. I apprehend the gentleman probably is to
the best of his knowledge making as accurate a statement as
he can make with reference to the conditions in his State.
I do not question his statement. I simply say this: If you
will take $25,000,000 and spread it over this Nation, to every
part where there is a condition equal that there is in
Arkansas, how much will there be left of the $25,000,000 for
your 500,000 people?

Mr. PARKS. I would do what we did for Belgium and
Russia. I think the gentleman’s uneasiness is well founded.

Mr. HUDSON. I come from possibly the greatest indus-
trial district represented on this floor. I have a city of
56,000 population that has spent already out of public
sources a million dollars to relieve the conditions the gentle-
man describes in Arkansas. My own home city of Lansing,
not so badly situated, a little larger, has spent over $100,000,
and, sir, I came back from campaigning in the territory adja-
cent to Arkansas, where the wheat fields showed green, where
the garden showed green, where the pastures showed green,
back into my home counties, where there had not been a
drop of rain since June, and where every field was brown. I
say to the gentleman that it is unfair to quote Scripture
simply about the gentleman’s situation, when that situation
exists all over this country. What we need to do to-day is
to use that love the gentleman speaks of, of our Blessed
Lord and Saviour, to open the bowels of mercy for human-
kind in this Nation, and there will be all the response that
is needed.

Mr. PARKS. That is what I am trying to get you to do.

Mr. HUDSON. No; you are not, you are trying to get
the Government to do it.

Mr. PARKS. And still I quote Scripture, “And so far
as the sections of the country where he found it had rained
and where he found it had not, the Lord said that it rains
on the just and the unjust.” I say to you that if your peo-
ple to-day were desolate and mine had prospered for a
generation, I would be standing on this floor pleading to
help your people, not putting a block in the way. When
time is no more, and I stand to be judged with the quick
and the dead, I can look my Creator in the face and say
that by no word or act of mine did I ever strike the bread
from the hand of a starving child. Can you?

One more word and I am through. We went to war in
1917, and I dare say there has not been since Holy Writ
was penned a more inspired document than the one that
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‘was delivered here by the man who told this country that
America had heard the call of civilization and was endeavor-
ing to see that the torch of liberty should not fall from the
hand of man. He could see little things as well as big
things. May I tell the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
TreapwAaY] that when he had his disaster at Salem and
when the fire came to devastate your city, you had a real
man in the White House. He did not ask you to wait and
see what the conditions were, but he wired the Governor of
Massachusetts that he would request the Federal Govern-
ment to give $200,000 to the fire sufferers of Salem. He is
the man whose memory will ever live. He was known by
more men than any human being that ever lived on the
face of the earth. The Arab in his tented home in the desert
bowed down and asked the god that he worshipped to bless
the great White Chief in the White House who was fighting
the battle of the weak nations.

Yes. Yonder under his thatched roof in the islands of the
sea, in the jungles, the savage bowed down at night and
prayed to whatever God he worshiped and asked that the
great Chieftain of the white man be given strength that the
humble of the earth might receive the blessings he fought
for. Men who never heard of Napoleon or Julius Casar
or Jesus Christ bowed down at night and asked their God
to bless this altruistic, Christian statesman. And yet, men
stand on the floor and denounce my people because they are
suffering and poor.

Mr. GLOVER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PARKS. I yield.

Mr. GLOVER., The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hup-
son] made the statement a while ago that in his campaign,
around through Arkansas he saw wonderful green wheat
fields. Would he do us the kindness to tell us where he saw
them in Arkansas?

Mr. HUDSON. I wish the gentleman might hear a Mem-
ber when he makes a remark. I said nothing about being
in Arkansas.

Mr. GLOVER. I understood the gentleman to say he had
been down there and had seen it.

Mr. HUDSON. I did not. I said adjacent to Arkansas,
and I suppose, as the distinguished gentleman from Arkan-
sas [Mr. Parks] said, the rain had fallen on the just and t.ha
unjust alike.

Mr. GLOVER. I understood the gentleman to say he saw
the green wheat fields in Arkansas. I have not seen them.

Mr. PARKS. I appreciate your kindness in listening to
me, I am not talking to you in idleness but in the hope, as
the gentleman said over there, that somebody will under-
stand the situation. I can give you testimony by thousands
as to what is happening if you want to know.

The emblem of liberty and Christian civilization waves
over the head of the Speaker of this House, the American
flag. We went to war in 1917 to preserve it. We had never
sent our men across the seas before. True, we had sent them
across the Rio Grande in the days gone by, and they carried
that emblem up the heights of Chapultepec until it waved in
triumph over the land of the Montezumas. We sent them
across the Gulf to strike the shackles of slavery from arms
that had been bound for a century; but they had never
gone across the seas until you heard the Macedonian cry in
1917, It comes to you again to-day in a smaller way from
my starving people.

They told me this story, and I heard it on this floor once.
It is fiction, I assume. An American doughboy lay dying on
the field of battle in a foreign land far from home, and an
angel came as an escort to carry his spirit across to live for-
ever in the beautiful land of the leal. As the flag floated
over him the angel said, “ What strange banner is this? I
have never seen it before.”

And this boy as his blood stained the flowers around him
said, “ This is the emblem of Christian civilization. This
is the emblem of human liberty. This is the flag of my
country.” The angel said, “ Yes; that may be true. I have
seen the tricolor of France, the British lion, the dragon of
China, and the Russian bear go down in the red welter of
war, but I never saw that banner before.,” The boy as he
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looked at the flag with dimming eyes as his blood flowed
and strength weakened said, “ These beautiful stripes of red
declare that on the battlefields of my country we have given
the purest blood that, ever flowed in the veins of man.
These beautiful stripes of white proclaim the nobleness of
our purpose. Those stars set in an azure field, as beautiful
and bright and scintillating as the star of Bethlehem, de-
clare and proclaim that no nation or no man can tarnish
or pull them down. It is as eternal as time itself.”

For the American ex-service man now in want I plead.
For his people and for those for whom he fought I ask you
to hear me. [Applause.]

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. GREEN].

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, we have just listened with
much interest and appreciation to the fervent plea of my
friend from Arkansas [Mr. Pargsl. He has forcefully told
of the terrible conditions existing in the drought sections of
his State. He says his constituents are in dire need of food
and clothing. The condition which has brought about this
suffering in our land has not come by accident, but has come
largely by unusual laws and practices which have been put
into effect in our American Government during the past few
years. Of course the drought has brought to a head this
terrible panic. The laws and regulations and general prac-
tices of the administration which have dominated our Gov-
ernment affairs for the last few years, in my opinion, are at
least in part to blame for the present suffering in our
country, therefore the Republican Party, which is now in
power and has been for many years, must share in this
responsibility.

Of course, these distressful conditions are not brought
about overnight. They often come from continuous condi-
tions as same as the body may weaken and perish from the
inroads of a terrible disease. Unjust and inadequate laws
must be to blame for a portion of existing conditions. The
laws and national practices of the Republican administra-
tion have aided in making millionaires of the few and beggars
of the many; yes, of the rank and file of our great Ameri-
can people. By protecting and fostering monopoly and spe-
cial privilege you have almost wrecked the very economic
existence of our country. Our counfry to-day, financially
and industrially, is in much worse condition than many of
you realize. Let us stop and take stock for just a moment.

We find, for instance, that in 1930 the finished steel output
of our country was 26,600,000 tons as compared with 40,-
600,000 tons in 1929. We find that in 1930 the steel produc-
tion of our country represented only 63.7 per cent of its
producing capacity. We find that in the United States in
1929 there were made 5,358,420 automobiles, and the auto-
mobile industry is a pretty good index of the general condi-
tion of our country. We find that in 1930 there were only
3,350,306 automobiles manufactured. We find also that in
1929 the automobile industry of our country consumed 18
per cent of the steel used, 84 per cent of the rubber, 73 per
cent of the plate glass, 50 per cent of the upholstery leather,
17 per cent of the hardwood, 37 per cent of the aluminum,
15 per cent of the copper, 23 per cent of the tin, 31 per cent
of the lead, 5 per cent of the zinc, 26 per cent of the nickel,
and 9 per cent of the cotton used in the country.

As the automobile industry of our country has decreased,
so have these various other industries decreased. We find a
general factory decline in the year 1930 as compared with
the year 1929 of almost 37 per cent, the lowest we have had
since 1921. We find that the wholesale trade of our country
in 1930 suffered a 25 per cent reduction over 1929, We find
that the commodity prices of almost all of the leading com-
modities of our country are from 10 to 18 per cent, in some
cases 50 per cent, less than they were in 1929. We find that
the amount of cotton consumed is something like 30 per
cent less in 1930 than it was in 1929.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN. Yes.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. As a matter of fact, everything seems
to be wrong. Everything has gone down.

Mr. GREEN. Almost all of the industries of our country
show an appalling decline. Exports and imports during
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1930 dropped about one-third; in fact, our foreign trade has
decreased to an alarming degree.

Mr. GOLDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN. Yes.

Mr. GOLDER. The gentleman does not mean to blame
the drought conditions on the matters of which he is
speaking?

Mr. GREEN. Not by any means. The drought is beyond
the control of man, but other things have contributed to
this condition, for instance, the cancellation by the Repub-
lican administration of foreign debts owed our Government;
the refund of taxes to millionaire corporations and indi-
viduals; blatant extravagance in national administration;
unnecessary and unwise expenditures of public funds, of the
taxpayers’ money; refusal to curb the greedy operations of
the various monopolies which are flourishing even now; and
numbers of other causes have contributed to the panic which
now enshrouds our country.

We find to-day that there are something like 6,000,000
people unemployed in our land. Some place the number
far greater than 6,000,000. We find that during 1929 there
was paid to the wage earners of the United States, exclusive
of those employed by the Government and on the farms,
the sum of approximately $45,000,000,000, but that during
the year 1930 there was paid approximately $35,000,000,000.
When you kill the earning power of your cilizens you stop
their purchasing power. People can not buy unless they
have the money to buy with.

My friends, it seems that our country is in an unusual
condition, and we all realize that this has been brought
about gradually but surely by the policies which have ob-
tained largely during this Republican administration. We
find that there has been a very sharp decrease in the
amount of money paid into the Federal Treasury, largely by
reason of the general industrial conditions and the income
reduction of the various industries and individuals of our
country.

I shall not enumerate them, but there is one thing that
is of unusual interest along this line and that is that in
spite of all these adversities and in spite of all the poverty
which reigns throughout the land the national income of
the American people in 1930 was estimated at $75,000,000,000.
We find, my friends, that in 1928 it was $84,000,000,000; in
1929, $83,000,000,000; and in 1930, $75,000,000,000. We find
that the savings accounts in our banks have increased with
this staggering figure of $75,000,000,000 income in 1930. It
is so improperly distributed among the people that millions
are unemployed and thousands are in dire poverty and
hungry. We find another thing which is rather unusual,
that the amount of tax paid, on the average, per capita in
1890 was $13.88 and in 1928, the last figures which I have, it
was $77.39.

We find that the tax laws and other laws of our land
have been so shaped largely by the Republican administra-
tion, which dominates the country, as to permit the wealth
of our land to drift into the hands of a petty few, and that
these laws have made millionaires and millionaire corpora-
tions and combines on the one hand and paupers and beg-
gars on the other. Yes, my friends, we have been existing
under Republican reign; they are drunk and dazzling with
their own power; how will it last? We find that when these
millionaires and millionaire corporations desire a rebate on
taxes from the Federal Treasury they go to their friend
Mellon, the Secretary of the Treasury, and with what re-
sults? Make your own answer. But does the same obtain
with reference to the average taxpayer? Taxes, taxes, for
the average taxpayer there is no end to his paying. My
colleagues, I deplore such conditions. It must be remedied.

My friends, great need is in our land, poverty is stalking
on all sides, hundreds of thousands of our people are to-day
seeking charity. My colleague, the gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. Parks], tells us that 500,000 in his State are in need of
something to eat, the Red Cross is begging throughout our
land from those who have hoarded up their millions, largely
through Republican protection, begging them to give money
to feed the people of our land. He [Mr. Parks] tells us that
500,000 in his small State are now in dire want.
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Two or three nights ago I heard a great program over the
radio, in which Will Rogers and a number of others under-
took to portray the need for instant contributions to the Red
Cross.

My friends, I was moved to tears when a farmer in
Arkansas, speaking on this program, told of the adversity
and suffering which he and his neighbors are enduring. He
told how they had only a short while ago prospered and
enjoyed this world’s goods and comforts, but how they were
now reduced to hunger. His story was pathetic and touch-
ing; yes, it would have melted the heart of stone. He con-
cluded with these words, “ We are now beggars "—with these
words he choked with American pride and sobbed as a
child. Two children and a mother also spoke to the great
invisible audience and pictured their distressed and depend-
ent condition. They told of those who were hungry, those
who were ill but unable to pay for or obtain medical assist-
ance; yes, my friends, here in the richest nation in the
world, and in spite of all this suffering you Republicans
have defeated our efforts to appropriate to buy them the
dire necessities of life itself. What kind of men are you?
Have you no feeling for suffering, helpless men, women, and
children? Why, I read of a family of five or more surviv-
ing on, I believe, $5 worth of food every two weeks; possibly
$10. They have only one meal a day, and the father says he
often does without his in order that his starving children
may have more.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN. Yes.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman is msaking a good
speech, and I am in sympathy with the gentleman’s ideas,
but will the gentleman give us some thought as to what he
would do and how he would remedy this condition?

Mr. GREEN. I will come to that later. We find that in
the United States to-day there are about 850,000,000 bushels
of wheat; we find that in the Unifted States to-day there
are now 2,081,000,000 bushels of corn; 50,234,000 bushels of
rye; 1,402,000,000 bushels of oats; 163,543,000 bushels of
apples; 94,000,000 tons of hay; and this year there were
14,243,000 bales of cotton made. The yield of nearly all
other staple crops are larger for 1930 than in 1929, a surplus
of almost all agricultural crops, and yel our people are
freezing in the cold sections of our country and hungry in
almost all parts of our land. All of the corn bins and wheat
bins are bursting with their heavy load of wheat and rye
and corn, yet millions of our people in civilized America are
to-day begging for something to eat.

My friends on the Republican side, I want to know how
you can answer the starving millions of our land when there
is the largest crop of all edibles raised in our land with the
exception of corn and hay. How can you answer when you
know that people are starving throughout the land, and
yet you come in here and vote against anything to feed
them out of the Federal Treasury. You can give $20,000,-
000 to feed the Russians; you can give $100,000,000 to feed
the Belgians; you can give $200,000 to feed those in Massa-
chusefts; you can give to charity here and you can give to
charity there. Yes; this $20,000,000 was Federal aid and
would have come out of the Nation’s Treasury, and you
know it; yet it was given to feed starving Russians. Yes;
this was to feed foreigners; yet you are unwilling to feed
perishing Americans. I say give the preference to Amer-
icans always; with me, America first.

Yes; you could send the then apparently Democratic Mr.
Hoover to feed the starving foreignmers; will you now au-
thorize the now apparently Republican Honorable President
Hoover to feed the hungry multitudes of Americans? He
could then administer unto the Belgians and other peoples
of foreign lands, and to-day his own land and his own people
are begging for something to eat and he and his party are
standing in the way of a single contribution from the Fed-
eral Treasury. Will America approve such glaring discrimi-
nations? I say not.

Mr. GOLDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN. I yield.

Mr. GOLDER. Can the gentleman tell us the amount of
food that has been raised in the respective States?
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Mr. GREEN. No; I am sorry; but I may not be able to
give it accurately off-hand.

Mr. GOLDER. I may say to the gentleman, without
meaning to detract from his statement, that the income-
tax reports show that in Arkansas, for which State I have
the greatest sympathy, last year the income in that State
was at least $80,000,000.

Mr. GREEN. But what is it to-day? To-day they can
not get food and other necessities of life. ' Their banks are
gone. Their crops failed. They are in poverty. They are
getting one meal a day. Did you not read the other day
where there was a man who said he could not eat but one
meal a day, because if he did his own children would perish?
Did not the gentleman from Arkansas tell you that the many
school children have nothing in their lunch pails? Did you
not read the other day where right down here in Virginia
a man who was working on the road was eating nothing
but potato peelings for his noonday meal? His fellow work-
ers slipped some bread in his pail and threw out his peelings
when they learned he had nothing to eat. He expressed his
regret by saying, “I am sorry you threw away my peelings,
I could have eaten them and could have taken this bread
to my hungry children.”

How can you reconcile the splendor and luxury of our
land with such dire poverty of the rank and file, who are
rearing children to carry on the destinies of our country
to-morrow? Have you no sympathy or feeling for these
patriotic and proud citizens who are fighting a losing battle
for their sole existence? How would you like to shovel dirt
or rock on the road on nothing to eat but potato peelings?
How can you reconcile any such forced condition of present-
day Republican prosperity? [Applause.] May I remind
you also that there are 13,890,000 horses in our country and
56,389,000 cattle in our country, and yet our people are
starving for something to eat. There are 47,000,000 sheep
in our counfry, and I am sure you can find people in this
city who have not had a lamb chop or piece of steak in the
last 60 days.

Mr, ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN. I yield.

Mr. ALLGOOD. In regard to the amount of livestock, I
saw in the morning’s paper where the value of livestock in
the United States had increased $1,500,000,000.

Mr. GREEN. And yet our people are hungry and can not
obtain the necessities of life. We are the richest nation in
all the world, and I read just the other day in the Wash-
ington Star about a young man who had come here from
Texas, a young man 19 years of age, and he collapsed in a
café while begging for something to eat—in Washington, in
the very shadow of the dome of our Capitol—and when he
was taken to the hospital and finally regained consciousness
they asked him what was the frouble, and he said, “I have
not had a mouthful to eat in three days.” He was perishing
on the streets here for want of something to eat in the
richest nation in the world. How can those who are a part
pf the Republican administration reconcile the conditions
of our country as they exist and tell our people that they are
doing what they should to protect and assist them and their
dependents?

PAY SOLDIERS’ BONTUS

Yes; I have a solution and I am glad the gentleman asked
that question. The very first thing I should do, if we could
get the Republicans to agree to do it, would be to pay in
cash, and in full and at once, the bonus certificate to the
soldiers. That would be the first thing, [Applause.] I
would disseminate this money to them throughout the va-
rious sections of our country. If they could be drawn upon
to defend our Nation in its time of peril, are they not now
entitled to receive payment by the Government for their just
services rendered at a time when their Nation was in peril?
I say they are. This debt should be paid now.

If you do not want to pay them in cash I have a splendid
suggestion offered by a constituent of mine, the Hon. J. M.
McKinney, of Cross City, himself a worthy and gallant sol-
dier of the World War, and it is this: That you issue to
each veteran a Government bond to take up his soldier’s
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bonus certificate, issue bonds in the denomination of $250
and $500 and $1,000 and let him turn in his certificate and
receive the bond. Let the bonds bear the usual rate of
Government interest. Let him sell the bond if he wants fo,
and if he does not he may put it in his safety box. It is
good and drawing interest for the soldier.

Oh, some Republicans say the Government may not be
able to sell the bonds necessary to pay in cash these bonus
certificates, Can not you give the veteran a Government
bond in lieu of the certificate and let him sell it if he
chooses? What is there wrong about that? He is not com-
pelled to sell if he does not want to. I prefer payment in
full in cash now, but he would prefer a Government bond
in preference to his present certificate.

ADDITIONAL FEDERAL BUILDINGS

As a further measure fo reduce unemployment and pro-
mote the economic life of our country I have introduced
H. R. 10573. I have not time to go into the details, but
under the provisions of the bill there will be made an appro-
priation to each congressional district in the United States
of half a million dollars to be used in the construction of
Federal buildings for first, second, and third class post
offices, using local material when possible, local contractors,
local labor. Local attorneys would pass title on land to be
acquired for building and local architects would also be
employed. In districts where no buildings are needed, then
the money would revert to the Treasury.

My Democratic colleagues will recall how we have tried
in vain to get some voice in allocation of funds recently
appropriated for Federal buildings. Under my bill the funds
would be equally distributed to all congressional districts in-
stead of being left in charge of two or three Republican
bureaucrats.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex-
pired.

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman five minutes
more.

Mr. GREEN. Instead of that I will tell you what you are
doing. You are tearing down such buildings as this mag-
nificent post-office building down here on Pennsylvania
Avenue in the District. That building is worth probably
millions of dollars. It would be a credit to any city in my
State. And yet the Republicans are going to tear it down
and build one that will look good, because some Tom, Dick,
or Harry says that it does not look up to date in archi-
tecture. To me it is absolutely absurd to tear down a build-
ing like that building and destroy ifts value when people in
this country are starving, and you know it. I can not under-
stand how men can become drunk with their own power
and go so far as to squander the taxpayers’ money when we
have starving people in different sections of the country,
and when my district needs Federal buildings so badly.

Now I want to tell you Republicans something else with
reference to this new building they are building down here
for the Department of Commerce. The papers tell us they
are going to spend $82,000 in order to have the offices of
these high moguls kept cool with the fresh waters from Old
Timber Creek. I do not understand how men of good judg-
ment can become so drunk with their own power that they
can forget the wants of our people and squander the money
of the taxpayers in such a reckless and ruthless manner
and our people in want throughout the land and my people
begging for post-office buildings.

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN. I yield.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the gentleman does not want the
Recorp to show in his statement that at the present time
the Post Office Department Building on the Avenue is being
torn down. I understand that eventually under the program
it will be removed.

Mr. GREEN. Oh, they are not doing it at the present
moment, but it is in their plan, and will be done if we Demo-
crats can not stop it. I understand they are going to tear
down also the railroad building near it, which would be a
credit to any city in the average State, because it does not
look good.
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Mr, DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman,wxllt.hegentlemnn
yield?

Mr. GREEN. Yes.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman gave us one solution
about paying a bonus to the veterans. He said something
about the millions of bushels of wheat on hand. What
would the gentleman do with the wheat to alleviate the
suffering?

Mr., GREEN. I should turn over to the Federal Govern-
ment. to be distributed through the Red Cross or otherwise,
at least the quantity of wheat now held by the Federal Farm
Board; supply it to the needy for food. Another bill that I
have that could take care of my State, at least, is H. R.
16628, which provides for reimbursement of part of the
losses my people suffered during the fruit-fly campaign.

Those who suffered from the campaign to eradicate the
pink boll weevil and the campaign to eradicate the foot and
mouth disease have been repaid, and, yet, after almost two
years since the Federal Department of Agriculture went to
Florida and ruthlessly and perhaps necessarily, destroyed
millions of dollars worth of the property of the citizens,
they have not yet received a penny for it, and plead all we
may, request all we may, we have been unable to get reim-
bursement for them. I shall deeply appreciate it if my
colleagues will cooperate with me in bringing this just relief
to our Florida people. [Applause.]

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MarEs].

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, to refer for a moment to the
bill under consideration, I rise to give notice that during the
consideration of the bill under the 5-minute rule I shall offer
an amendment which will be in the nature of legislation
and, therefore, subject to the point of order that it is legis-
lation on an appropriation bill. However, I hope it will so
appeal to the membership of the House that no point of
order will be made against it. The purpose of the amend-
ment is to continue the select committee of the House study-
ing the fiscal relations between the District of Columbia and
the Federal Government after the 4th of March. The pres-
ent Congress, of course, ceases on the 4th of March, and any
committee of the House of Representatives appointed by
simple resolution of the House also ceases to exist at that
time. The select Committee on Fiscal Relations has found
that it will not be able to complete satisfactorily the work
assigned to it before the adjournment of this Congress, and
at a session some time ago unanimously voted to suggest that
appropriate action be taken to continue the life of the com-
mittee. Accordingly, after consulting with the gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. Smamons], chairman of this subcom-
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations having charge
of the District appropriations bill, this course has been de-
cided upon. The Committee on Appropriations is sensitive
about putting legislation on appropriation bills. I am mak-
ing this statement at the suggestion of the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Stmmons], chairman of this subcommittee, so
that the House may have full notice of what is proposed to
be done. I trust there will be no opposition to it. It is
merely a method of continuing the select committee for a
time after the adjournment of this Congress so that it may
complete its work.

Mr., JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MAPES. Yes.

Mr, JOHNSON of Oklahoma. How many members of this
committee are Members elect of the next Congress?

Mr. MAPES. There are seven members of the committee
and all of them are Members elect of the next Congress.

Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk and ask fo have read
in my time the amendment which I propose to offer.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will
read.

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows:
SELECT COMMITTEE ON FISCAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Those members of the Select Committee on Fiscal Relations,
House of Representatives, appointed pursuant to Housé Resclu-
tlon No. 285, Seventy-first Congress, who are Members elect to
the Seventy-second Congress, or a majority of them, during the
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period from March 4 to December 31, 1931, Inclusive, are hereby
authorized to continue the investigations and to have the author-
ity and privileges in such House resolution. Any un-
obligated balance on March 4, 1931, in the allocation made to
such select committee from the contingent fund of the House,
under the authority of House Resolution No. 329, Seventy-first
Congress, shall remain to the credit of such committee as con-
tinued hereby, to be paid out on the usual vouchers approved
as now provided by law.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add just this
further word: The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SiM-
monsl, I am informed, told the full committee of the
Commiftee on Appropriations that some such amendment
as this would be offered to the bill under the 5-minute rule,
and, as I said, I make this statement now so that the
general membership of the House may be fully informed of
the purpose sought to be accomplished.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I shall take a few mo-
ments for myself. A considerable discussion has been had in
the House at different times regarding the matter of cash-
ing adjusted-compensation certificates. Presentation of all
sides of the matter should be had. A statement was made
before the Committee on Ways and Means by General Hines
of the Veterans’ Administration, former Director of the
Veterans' Bureau, upon that subject matter. I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by in-
cluding about two pages of the summary of that discussion
on the part of General Hines.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in
the manner indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The matter referred to is as follows:

General Hines. Yes; I talked about those; but we have found
this, that due to conditions we have had a greater
number of applications for disability compensation filed during
this year than heretofore, and many of those claims are good
claims; We lay it primarily to the fact that a number of veterans
undoubtedly were endeavoring to carry on and had no intention
of applying to the Government for relief until they found them-
selves out of employment and in need and they filed, having pro-
tected their claims at a prior time by recelving from the Govern-
ment a certificate of injury or disability, which they used.

Previous to this time in coming before your committee on pend-
ing legislation I have been able to offer for your consideration
suggestions as to the best method, in my opinion, of meeting the
need sought to be provided by the various bills introduced in the
House and before you for consideration. In this instance, how-
ever, I must confess I am unable to offer any suggested legislative
solution of the problem confronting you.

Four different general plans for providing additional payments
under the World War adjusted compensation act have been pre-
sented to you for consideration:

ﬁ1 The payment of the face value of all adjusted-service cer-
tificates

2. The payment of the present value of all adjusted-service
certificates.

3. The payment of adjusted-service credits, plus 25 per cent,
plus 4 per cent interest, to the present time,

4. Increased loans.

Undoubtedly from a financial standpoint the least costly and
therefore from that standpoint the best would be the fourth plan,
namely, that to increase the loan values on the certificates, Like-
wise, this plan has the merit of not requiring the surrender of the
certificates in order to secure additional funds. However, it would
not be actuarially sound to increase to any great extent the present
loan values on these certificates, and, in my opinion, a slight in-
crease would be of little benefit and would only result in piddling
away of an additional amount which would be charged against the
face value of the certificate. The first three plans mentioned,
while providing a real measure of cash relief, are, according to the
Secretary of the Treasury and other financial experts, unsound
from a financial and economic standpoint, Therefore, I find my-
self in the predicament of being unable to recommend one plan
because of the inadequacy of the relief afforded and the others
because of their adverse effect on the finances of the country.

It is my honest belief that a great deal of misunderstanding has
arisen among veterans as to just what their certificates represent.
I believe many of them are of the opinion that the face value
of the certificate is the value of the certificates at this time, If
it could be explained to them just what the present value repre-
sents in cash, I do not believe that there would be any serious
demand for this cash payment. Further, it goes without saying
that the average veteran would not advocate or favor any proposal
which would disrupt, or tend to disrupt, the fiscal policles of the
Government, or which would adversely affect the economic situa-
tion of the country or the public welfare.

As I see it the veterans of the country may be divided Into
three groups. The first group are those to whom the adjusted-
service certificate is just another security in the strong box.
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While undoubtedly the number of men in this group is not large,
still there are a considerable number of ex-service men in such
circumstances. Certainly this group of ex-service men do not need
cash or assistance from the Government at this time, and there
is no reason why the Government should strain its resources to
pay to-day an obligation due them in 1945,

The second group, and I believe the largest group of ex-service
men, are those who, while working for a living, are employed and
earning enough to support themselves and their families. It is
probably true that the majority of this group of ex-service men
are not able to save much, if anything, and that these certificates
represent not only their sole investment or savings, but their only
life insurance. Further undoubtedly many of them have borrowed
on their certificates. However, I will venture to say in most cases
they have spent the money so obtained on other than bare neces-
sities. While a part of this group undoubtedly could use addi-
tional amounts of cash to advantage, I believe such amounts, to
a great extent, would be expended for other than necessities of
life. In other words, there is no actual need for relief. Therefore
the payment of any additional cash on the basis of these adjusted-
service certificates, in so far as this group are concerned, can not
be said to be essential, and to offer them an inducement to cash
in their certificates would, in my opinion, be most unwise.

The third group of ex-service men are those, especially the ones
with families, who are out of work and are now in dire need.
Undoubtedly this group, which consists of a considerable number,
could well use and would take any cash settlement offered to them.
They have already borrowed on their certificates to the maximum
and are in need of assistance at this time. But should we force
them to surrender this investment, which is without question the
only investment or life insurance which they have, in order to
secure aid to bridge this period of economic depression. Would it
not be better to help them find jobs and assist them by creating
more jobs than to make them pay their own way out of their only
savings through this period of distress. They are only a compo-
nent part of thousands of American citizens who are in such cir-
cumstances. If we are to provide direct relief to the other citizens,
why should not these ex-service men be permitted to keep their
adjusted-service certificates and llkewise benefit by such direct-
relief measures as are provided. The American Legion and other
ex-service organizations are helping these men to secure jobs.
These organizations, through their welfare and other funds, are
assisting in taking care of them and their families until they can
secure jobs. It seems to me that this problem will be better met
in this way and that the soldier will be better off by so meeting it.
As I previously stated concerning this group, there can be no
question of need for assistance, but is there any greater need and
have they any more right to look to their Government for assist-
ance than their equally unfortunate neighbors who were too old
or too young to serve?

Also, while it seems to me the country owes a greater duty to the
disabled ex-service men, whether disabled through disease or age,
and to the widows and orphans of deceased ex-service men than
which it owes to its other citizens, it also seems to me that it owes
only the same dutfy to the able-bodied ex-service men and their
families as it owes to every other citizen.

I realize it is contended that this is money due the ex-service
men but, as I understand it, outside of the present and future
loan values, no money is due on these certificates until 1945 unless
the holders die prior to that date. Therefore, I can see no reason
why the Government should advance the date of maturity at this
time. I am firmly of the opinion that if these certificates are paid
off at any value less than their face value the ex-service men of
the country will feel that they have been forced to sacrifice the
true amount which is due them and that after the amounts pro-
vided are paid and spent they will come back and demand that
the difference between such amounts and the face value be paid
to them.

There is one phase of this matter which I think merits par-
ticular attention and which, to my mind, if no other, would pre-
vent my recommending any of the plans which would involve the
surrendering of these certificates or the greater impairment of
their value, and that is the benefit which is derived from these
certificates when the ex-service man dies, leaving a widow and
children. If the members of this committee could but see the
good which is accomplished in such cases—and I might say that
75 per cent of the veterans have dependents—I am sure you would
agree with me. I do not believe that I am overestimating when
I say that 98 per cent of the ex-service men who died leave no
other assets than the proceeds of their adjusted-service certificates.

-In other words, these amounts represent the only money left to
help span the period between the date of death of the soldier and
the date of adjustment by the widow to her new conditions in
life. I should be glad if the committee would see fit to call
before it those in the bureau and those in the American Legion
and other ex-service organizations who are daily confronted with
the problem of caring for the widows and orphans of these de-
ceased ex-service men. I am sure they would advise the com-
mittee of the inestimable amount of benefit which flows from the
proceeds of these certificates and would advise against any legis-
lation which would take away this godsend to the widows and
orphans of these ex-service men.

Mr. Chairman, I realize that in making this statement I have
offered no legislative solution to this most perplexing problem of
what should be done about paying the bonus, but my best advice
is that the Congress should give consideration to the further ex-
tension of benefits to the disabled, to the widows and orphans of
deceased ex-service men, and to the bullding of additional hos-
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pitals and soldiers’ homes to care for the sick, and leave the
able-bodied ex-service men to take their places along with the
other citizens of the country In working out their own salvation
during these distressing times. Certainly, he has this advantage
over the average citizen—that is, an excellent investment, which
has a loan value and which is a protection for his family in the
event of his death and for him in his old age.

In closing, gentlemen of the committee, I would Invite atten-
tion to the fact that the appropriations which you approved in
the House the other day for veterans’ relief for the fiscal year
1932 were nearly $900,000,000; that these expenditures will un-
doubtedly increase under existing law and that additional costly
legislation will be needed and later enacted into law. Therefore,
it seems to me we should pause and think of the possible effect
the acceleration or the increasing of this enormous liability of
the Government will have on future legislation for the disabled
and widows and orphans. I believe we have reached a point in
connection with veterans' relief when we must give serlous con-
sideration to where we are going. It would be a pity, In my
judgment, to have public opinion turned against relief measures
for disabled veterans because of any unwise legislation for the
able-bodied.

Mr, Chairman, I desire to express to the committee my appre-
clation for the patience and great courtesy you have extended to
me. I will be glad to furnish additional information or to answer
additional questions, and am at the disposal of the committee in
any steps you may decide to take. I thank you.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. LaGuarpia, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration
the bill H. R. 16738, the District of Columbia appropriation

bill, and had come to no resolution thereon.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined
and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following
titles, which were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R.2936. An act to provide for a preliminary examina-
tion of the Tittabawassee and Chippewa Rivers, Mich., and
San Juan River, N. Mex., with a view to the prevention and
control of floods; and

H. R. 14040. An act to enable the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to expedite work on the Federal-building program au-
thorized by the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide
for the construction of certain public buildings, and for
other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926, and acts amenda-
tory thereof.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills
of the Senate of the following titles:

S. 4944, An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Potomac
River at or near Dahlgren, Va.;

S.5319. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the
Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to construct
a bridge across the French Broad River on the proposed
Morristown-Newport Road between Jefferson and Cocke
Counties, Tenn.; and

S.5360. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Randolph, Mo.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and
47 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow,

Wednesday, February 4, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, February 4, 1931,
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several
committees:

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
(10 a. m.)

To amend subsection (a) of section 1 of an act entitled

“An act for the acquisition, establishment, and development ;
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of the George Washington Memorial Parkway along the
Potomac from Mount Vernon and Fort Washington to the
Great Falls, and to provide for the acquisition of lands in
the District of Columbia and the States of Maryland and
Virginia requisite to the comprehensive park, parkway, and
playground system of the National Capital,” approved May
29, 1930 (H. R. 16218).

To authorize the acquisition of additional land for en-
larging the Capitol Grounds (H. R. 16703).

To amend the act approved March 4, 1929, entitled “An
act to provide for the enlarging of the Capitol Grounds”
(H. R. 16340).

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY
(10.30 a. m.)

To amend section 5216 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (H. R. 12490).

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS
(10 a. m.)

To consider bills for the immediate payment of adjusted-
compensation certificates.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execufive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

812. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting an estimate of appropriation for the
Navy Department for salaries, office of the Secretary of the
Navy, for the fiscal year 1932, amounting to $5,420, which is
supplemental to the estimate of $211,960 contained in the
Budget for the fiscal year 1932 (H. Doc. No. 733); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

813. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting estimate of appropriations submitted by
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to pay claims
and causes of action which have been settled by them under
the provisions of the act entitled “An act authorizing the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to settle claims
and suits against the District of Columbia,” approved Febru-
ary 11, 1929 (45 Stat. 1160), as amended, amounting to
$19,114.18 (H. Doc. No. 734); to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered fo be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. WASON: Joint Committee on the Disposition of
Useless Executive Papers. A report on the disposition of
useless papers in the Government Printing Office (Rept. No.
2470), Ordered to be printed.

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs, H. R. 13293.
A bill to provide funds for cooperation with the school board
at Prazer, Mont., in the construction of a high-school build-
ing to be available to Indian children of the Fort Peck
Indian Reservation; without amendment (Rept. No. 2474).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. LEAVITT: Commiftee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 15601.
A bill to provide funds for cooperation with the school board
at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of the high-school build-
ing to be available to Indian children of the Fort Peck
Indian Reservation; without amendment (Rept. No. 2475).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. EVANS of Montana: Committee on Indian Affairs.
S. 873. An act to supplement the act entitled “An act for
the relief of certain nations or tribes of Indians in Montana,
Idaho, and Washington,” approved March 13, 1924; with
amendment (Rept. No. 2476). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. PEAVEY: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 11281.
A bill authorizing a per capita payment of $100 to the mem-
bers of the Menominee Tribe of Indians of Wisconsin from
funds on deposit to their credit in the Treasury of the
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United States; with amendment (Rept. No. 2477). : Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the sta.t.eoitha
Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9221,
A bill authorizing the President to reappoint Maj. Harry
Walter Stephenson, United States Army (retired), to the
position and rank of major, Coast Artillery Corps, in tha
United States Army; with amendment (Rept. No. 2467),
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims, H. R.
12148. A bill for the relief of Charles C. Bennetf; with
amendment (Rept. No. 2468). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr. HILL of Alabama: Committee on Military Affairs.
S. 3360. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to con-~
vey to the University of Oregon certain lands forming a part'
of the Coos Head Military Reservation; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2469). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. DEROUEN: Committee on the Publ.ic Lands. H. R.
12560. A bill concerning the claim of Jacobs Landry; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 2471). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
13661. A bill for the relief of George W. McDonald; with.
amendment (Rept. No. 2472). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 16635.
A bill authorizing the relief of the McNeill-Allman Construc-
tion Co. (Inc.), of W. E. McNeill, Lee Allman, and John All-
man, stockholders of the McNeill-Allman Construction Co.
(Inc.), and W. E. McNeill, dissolution agent of McNeill-
Allman Construction Co., to sue in the United States Court
of Claims; without amendment (Rept. No. 2473). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, commitiees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were
referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 16493) granting a pension to Hiram P. Mar-
cum; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 16127) granting a pension to Philip Aaron;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions.
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 16828) to extend the time
in which applications may be made for the benefits of the
disabled emergency officers’ retirement act of May 24, 1928;
to the Commitiee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 16829) granting
the consent of Congress to the Board of County Commis-
sioners of Mahoning County, Ohio, to construct a free over-
head viaduct across the Mahoning River at Struthers, Ma-
honing County, Ohio; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 16830)
granting pensions to certain soldiers of the Regular Estab-
lishment who served on the western frontier during the In-
dian wars, skirmishes, expeditions, and campaigns for open-
ing new territory for settlements under martial law from 1817
to 1898, inclusive, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 16831) to amend sec-
tion 5219 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as
amended; fo the Committee on Banking and Currency.
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By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 16832) to
pay 50 per cent of the face value of adjusted-compensation
certificates to veterans of the World War, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16833) to
establish a term of the United States Circuit Court of Ap-
peals at Huntington, W. Va.; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 16834) to extend the times
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge
across the Missouri River at or near the point known and
designated as the Power-site Crossing or at or near the point
known and designated as Wilder Ferry, in the State of Mon-
tana; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 16835) to amend the

revenue act of 1928 relating to depletion of mines; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
* By Mr. BRIGHAM: A bill (H, R. 16836) to amend the act
entitled “An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon
and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and ex-
portation of oleomargarine,” approved August 2, 1886, as
amended; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16837) to
provide for cooperation with the several States in the care,
treatment, education, vocational guidance and placement,
and physical rehabilitation of crippled children, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Education.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented

and referred as follows:
- Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of Califor-
nia, memorializing the Congress of the United States to
reimburse the State of California for moneys actually ex-
pended in the aid of the Government of the United States
during the War between the States; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. EERR: Memorial of the State Legislature of the
State of North Carolina, memorializing the Congress of the
United States to pass an act authorizing the immediate pay-
ment to veterans of the World War the face value of their
adjusted-service compensation; fo the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of the State of
North Carolina, requesting the Representatitves from the
State of North Carolina to secure the enactment of some
appropriate measure delaying foreclosure of liens by Federal
land banks; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of the State
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, memorializing the
Congress of the United States for the immediate payment
in cash of the World War adjusted-compensation certifi-
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. COLTON: Memorial of the State Legislature of
the State of Utah, memorializing the Congress of the United
States to pass the Jones bill, H. R. 255; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. KADING: Memorial of the State Legislature of
the State of Wisconsin, memorializing the Congress of the
United States to enact legislation looking toward the pay-
ment in cash of the World War adjusted-compensation cer-
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, BLACKBURN: A hill (H. R. 16838) granfing a
pension to Mariah Matilda Johnson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CELLER: A hill (H. R. 16839) for the relief of Ida
Becker; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

: By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 16840) granting a pension fo
Alice Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 16841) to authorize the
purchase by the city of Myrtle Point, Oreg., of certain lands
formerly embraced in the grant to the Oregon & California
Railroad Co. and revested in the United States' by the act
:gggved June 9, 1916; to the Committee on the Public

By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16842)
granting an increase of pension to Martha Dorsey; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOPE: A bill (H. R. 16843) granting an increase
of pension to Johanna Reiter; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16844)
granting a pension to George H. Miller; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 16845) granting a pen-
sion to Melissa Powers; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16846) for the relief to W. G. Tackett;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16847) granting a pension to Margaret
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 16848) granting a pension
:,10 Amanda Builderback; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

By Mr. PRITCHARD: A bill (H. R. 16849) for the relief
of Harry P. Cooper; to the Committee on World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 16850) granting a
pension to Lizzie B. Stoner; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 16851) granting a pen-
;1:351 to Myrtle B. Oldfield; to the Committee on Invalid

ons.

PETITIONS, ETC,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

9070. Petition of the Tri-County Florists’ Association of
Ohio, urging the passage of legislation for the payment of
the adjusted-compensation certificates, full face value, im-
mediately; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

. 9071. By Mr. BOHN: Petition of members of Upper Hay
Lake Grange No. 1552, that the United States Government
should aid in making the electric power and water power of
the Sault Ste. Marie River available to agriculture at a
reasonable rate; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

9072, By Mr. CANFIELD: Resolution of W. W. Bloemer,
commander, and E. H. Boese, adjutant, of Prell-Bland Post,
No. 271, Batesville, Ind., urging the passage of legislation
having for its purpose the payment of the adjusted-service
certificates in cash; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9073. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of the mem-
bers of the Good Will Woman'’s Christian Temperance Union,
of Binghamton, N. Y., urging Congress to enact a law for the
Federal supervision of motion pictures, establishing higher
standards before production for films that are to be licensed
for interstate and international commerce; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9074. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of American Exporters
and Importers’ Association, urging that the Foreign Com-
merce of the United States be represented in the Cabinet
by a secretary of foreign commerce, who shall devote his
entire time to improving and extending the foreign trade of
the United States, both export and import, and that the said
secretary of foreign commerce shall have full charge of all
matters pertaining to foreign frade now under the super-
vision of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9075. Also, petition of New York State Bankers' Associa-
tion, opposing the conferees’ report on Muscle Shoals legis-
lation, which is as follows: “ Whereas the House conferees on
Muscle Shoals legislation have yielded to the Senate con-
ferees and have agreed to a compromise plan under which
the Government would build transmission lines for the dis-
tribution of ' electric current from Muscle Shoals”; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.
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9076. By Mr. HANCOCK of New York: Petition of Rev.
W. W. Hunt and other residents of Syracuse, N. Y., favoring
the Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

9077. By Mr. JAMES of Michigan: Petition of Veferans
Political Association of America, urging legislation to pay
the face value of veterans’ adjusted-compensation certifi-
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9078. Also, petition of Veterans Political Association of
America, national headquarters, Detroit, Mich., urging legis-
lation that will permit of the veterans’ paid-up service cer-
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9079. Also, petition of Richard M. Jopling Posi, No. 44,
American Legion, Michigan, favoring legislation which will
permit payment of the veterans’ paid-up adjusted-service
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9080. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of E. E. Ober-
holtzer, superintendent of public schools, Houston, Tex.;
Col. Ernest O. Thompson, mayor of Amarillo, Tex.; and
H. D. Fillers, superintendent of public schools, Corsicana,
Tex., comprising a committee appointed by the Illiteracy
Commission of Texas, favoring a law to provide for the giv-
ing of lists of the illiterates to the State superintendents of
the various States for use in illiteracy campaigns; to the
Committee on Education.

9081. By Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts: Petition of
Boston City Council, Boston, Mass., Wilfred J. Doyle, city
clerk, urging early and favorable consideration of legislation
providing for the immediate payment in cash of the ad-
justed-compensation certificates issued to United States
veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

9082. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolutions of
the New York State Bankers’ Association, in opposition to
the conferees’ report on the Muscle Shoals bill; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

9083. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of local Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union, of Portis, Kans., for the Federal
supervision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

9084, By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Friday Reading Club,
of West Newton, Pa., urging passage of Sparks-Capper bill
eliminating unnaturalized aliens for counting in proposed
congressional reapportionment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

9085. Also, petition of Warren County Council of Repub-
lican Women, urging tariff on petroleum and its products;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1931
(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a mes-
sage from the House of Representatives.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Hal-
tigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed
bills of the following titles, in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate:

H.R. 16626. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and
sailors; and

H.R.16744. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail
of said war. J

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Vice President:
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S.4944. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Potomac
River at or near Dahlgren, Va.;

S.5319. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the
Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to construct
a bridge across the Prench Broad River on the proposed
Morristown-Newport Road between Jefferson and Cocke
Counties, Tenn.;

8.5360. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Randolph, Mo.;

H. R. 2936. An act to provide for a preliminary examina-
tion of the Tittabawassee and Chippewa Rivers, Mich., and
San Juan River, N. Mex., with a view to the prevention and
control of floods; and

H. R. 14040. An act to enable the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to expedite work on the Federal-building program
authorized by the act of Congress entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the construction of certain public buildings, and for
other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926, and acts amendatory
thereof.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. FESS. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess Eing Bhipstead
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Bhortridge
Bingham Frazier McGill Smith
Black George McEellar Smoot
Blaine Glass McMaster Bteck
Blease Glenn McNary Bteiwer
Borah Goft Btephens
Bratton Goldsborough Morrison Bwanson
Brock Go Morrow Thomas, Idaho
Brookhart Hale Moses Thomas, Okla.
Broussard Harris Norbeck Townsend
Bulkley Harrison Norris Trammell
Capper Hatfield Oddte Tydings
caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg
Hayden Patterson ‘Wagner
Connally Hebert Phipps Walcott
Copeland Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass,
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Johnson Waterman
Davis Jones Reed Watson
Deneen EKean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler
Eendrick Sheppard ‘Williamson

Mr. WATSON. I desire to announce that my colleague
the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Rosinsox] is de-
tained from the Senate by illness. I ask that this announce-
ment may stand for the day.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I wish to announce that my colleague
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HasTings] is unavoid-
ably detained from the Senate. I ask that this announce-
ment may stand for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-eight Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

PERSONAL STATEMENT

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I doubt the good taste
of the statement I am about to make, but I shall make it
nevertheless,

The other day I made a speech discussing the drought
situation; whether in good taste or bad faste I am not now
discussing. Two gentlemen became very much stirred up
about it. I have been endeavoring to extend to them an
opportunity to tell me personally what they really think
about it. They have declined to do it, Mr, President, or o
afford me an opportunity to tell them privately what I think
about them. I am now extending them this public invita-
tion: At any time that is convenient for them it will be
convenient for me to have them tell me privately what they
want to say about that speech.

READING OF WASHINGTON'S FAREWELL ADDRESS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, under the order of
the Senate of January 24, 1901, designates the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Bratron] to read Washington’s Farewell
Address on Monday, February 23, next.
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